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THE  ANNUAL  MEETINGS 

OF  THE 

United  States  Brewers’  association. 

i  «  e  *  °  r  *  * 


The  1st  Brewers’  Congress  was  opened  Nov.  12,  1862,  in  the  City  of  New  York. 
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Philadelphia,  Pa. 
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( ( 
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Milwaukee,  Wis. 

“  5th 

<  i 

i  < 

1 1 

Oct. 
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Baltimore,  Md. 
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St.  Louis,  Mo. 
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5, 1867, 
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Chicago,  Ill. 
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8, 1868, 
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Newark,  N.  J. 
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8,  1870, 
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Davenport,  la. 

“  11th 
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7, 1871, 
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Pittsburg,  Pa. 
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5,  1872, 
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“  13th 

<  ( 

<  i 

<  < 

June 
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7,  1876, (Centennial) Philadelphia,  Pa. 
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Convention 
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June 

6,  1877,  in  the  City  of  Milwaukee,  Wis. 
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St.  Louis,  Mo. 
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Chicago,  Ill. 
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10, 1882, 
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Washington,  D.  C. 

“  23d 
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May 

16, 1883, 
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Detroit,  Mich. 

“  24th 
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May 

21, 1884, 
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Rochester,  N.  Y. 
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May 

20, 1885, 

1 1 

New  York,  N.  Y. 
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Sept. 

8,  1886, 

t  ( 

Niagara  F  alls ,  N .  Y 

“  27th 

<  i 

<  c 

( ( 

May 

25, 1887, 

( i 

Baltimore,  Md. 

“  28th 

( < 

<  < 

“ 

May 

30, 1888, 

“ 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

“  29th 

<  ( 

( ( 

i  i 

June 

5,  1889, 

( ( 

Niagara  Falls,  N.Y 

“  30th 

( < 

<  < 

i  i 

May 

21, 1890, 

l  < 

Washington,  D.C. 

“  31st 

( ( 

<  < 

1 1 

May 

20,  1891, 

( < 

Cleveland,  Ohio. 

“  32d 

( ( 

<  < 

i  ( 

May 

25, 1892, 

t  ( 

Boston,  Mass. 

“  33d 

( < 

(  ( 

( t 

June 

7  i  qqq  /'Columbian 
/,  xposition 

)  Chicago,  Ill. 

“  34th 

(  c 

4  ‘ 

i  i 

June 

6,  1894, 

in  the  City  of  Syracuse,  a  .  Y. 

“  35th 

<  t 

t  < 

c  < 

June 

12, 1895, 

“ 

Milwaukee,  Wis. 

“  36th 

t « 

(  < 

June 

3, 1896, 

Philadelphia,  Pa. 

“  37th 

<  < 

« ( 

( ( 

June 

9, 1897, 

<  < 

Buffalo,  N.  Y. 

“  38th 

<  < 

( < 

« < 

June  15, 1898, 

<  i 

Atlantic  City.N.J. 

“  39th 

<  c 

( « 

( ( 

June 

7,  1899, 

t  < 

Detroit,  Mich. 

“  40th 

<  < 

(  i 

<  < 

June 

6, 1900, 

<  t 

Atlantic  City,  N.  J 

“  41st 

<  c 

i  ( 

(  i 

June 

5, 1901, 

Buffalo,  N.  Y. 

“  42d 

t  < 

( t 

1 1 

June 

10, 1902, 

in  the  City  of  Saratoga,  N.  Y. 

“  43d 

<  < 

( ( 

June 

10, 1903, 

( i 

Niagara  Falls,  N.Y 

“  44th 

<  < 

<  ( 

(  i 

June 

9,  1904,  (World ’sFair)St.  Louis,  Mo. 

“  45th 

( ( 

(  i 

1 1 

June 

7, 1905, 

in  Atlantic  City,  N.  J. 

“  46th 

“ 

i  i 

<  < 

June 

6,  1906,  in  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

“  47th 

( ( 

(  t 

( t 

June 

5, 1907, 

in  Atlantic  City,  N.  J. 

“  48th 

( < 

( t 

J  line 

9,  1908,  in  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

FORTY-EIGHTH 

BREWERS'  CONVENTION 

HELD  AT 

MILWAUKEE,  WIS. 

IN 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  BUILDING 

ON 

TUESDAY  and  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  9th  and  I  Oth,  1908. 


The  following  is  a  list  of  the  names  of  the  members  who  were  present,  and  of 
persons  connected  with  the  trade. 


COLORADO. 


Trinidad: 

von  Buddenbroch,  Erick . President  Ph.  Schneider  Brewing  Co. 


CONNECTICUT. 

Bridgeport: 

Loewith,  S . Hartmann  Brewing  Co. 

Hommedieu,  W.  L. 

Hartford: 

Fisher,  Hubert . Hubert  Fisher  Brewery. 

New  Haven: 

Fresenius,  Henry . H.  Fresenius’  Sons. 

Kendall,  N.  W . Yale  Brewing  Co. 

Orr,  Fredk.  W . Secretary  Conn.  Brewers’  Association. 

DELAWARE. 

Wilmington: 

Hartmann,  J ohn  G . Hartmann  &  Fehrenbach  Brewing  Co. 


DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Washington: 

Carry,  Albert . National  Capital  Brewing  Co. 

GEORGIA. 

Augusta: 

Herman,  E.  W . Augusta  Brewing  Co. 

Savannah: 

Starr,  W.  W . Savannah  Brewing  C®. 

ILLINOIS. 

Aurora: 

Berthold,  Herman  A . Aurora  Brewing  Co. 

Belleville: 

Fleig,  Geo.  W . Western  Brewery  Co. 

Bloomington: 

Rothmann,  A.  A . Meyer  Brewing  Co. 
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Chicago: 

Binz,  Frank, . 

Birk,  Wm.  A . 

Brand,  Rudolf . 

Dewes,  E.  P . 

Diederich,  Edw.  R. 
Doyle,  Austin  J .  .  .  . 

Goldieke,  A.  A . 

Grau,  Phil.  A . 

Hummel,  Ernst.  .  .  . 
Keeley,  Thomas  F . . 

Kubin,  Otto . 

McDermott,  John  A 

Neumann,  T . 

Ortseifen,  Adam.  .  . 
Pietsch,  Frank  H . . . 

Rehm,  Wm.  H . 

Ruehl,  Wm.  G . 

Schad,  Wm.  F . 

Stege,  R.  G . 

Theurer,  Joseph.  . . . 
Theurer,  Peter  S. . . 
Uihlein,  Edward  G. 
Vopica,  Charles  J . . . 
Danville: 

Fecker,  Ernst,  Jr.  . 


ILLINOIS — continued, 

. Gottfried  Brewing  Co. 

. Birk  Bros.  Brewing  Co. 

. U.  S.  Brewing  Co. 

. Standard  Brewing  Co. 

. United  States  Brewers’  Association. 

. Mgr.  Illinois  State  Brewers’  Association. 

. United  Breweries  Co. 

. Organization  Bureau,  U.  S.  B.  A. 

. United  Breweries  Co. 

. Keeley  Brewing  Co. 

. Atlas  Brewing  Co. 

. United  States  Brewers’  Association. 

. Best  Brewery  Co. 

. McAvoy  Brewing  Co. 

. P.  Schoenhofen  Brewing  Co. 

. National  Brewing  Co. 

. Ruehl  Bros.  Brewing  Co. 

. United  States  Brewers’  Association. 

. E.  R.  Stege  Brewery. 

. Schoenhofen  Brewing  Co. 

. Peter  Schoenhofen  Brewing  Co. 

. Schlitz  Brewing  Co. 

. Atlas  Brewing  Co. 

. Fecker  Brewing  Co. 


Decatur: 

Shlaudemann,  Frank 
Joliet: 

Lagger,  S . 

Pie  pen  brink,  H.  F.  .  .  . 
Kankakee: 

Radeke,  Wm.  H . 

Murphysboro: 

Giseke,  Aug . 

Peoria: 

Leisy,  Edw.  C . . 

Quincy: 

Ruff,  W illiam  J . 

Rock  Island: 

Huber,  Otto . 

Springfield: 

Reisch,  George . 

Waukegan: 

Bender,  Wm.,  Jr . 


Decatur  Brewing  Co. 

E.  Porter  Brewing  Co. 

Fred  Sehring  Brewing  Co. 

F.  D.  Radeke  Brewing  Co. 
Rudolph  Stecher  Brewing  Co. 
Leisy  Brewing  Co. 

Ruff  Brewing  Co. 

Rock  Island  Brewing  Co. 
Reisch  Brewing  Co. 


Besley  Brewing  Co. 
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Evansville: 

Cook,  Chas.  W . 

Cook,  Henry  E . 

Hartmetz,  Chas.  F. . 
Fort  Wayne: 

Reuss,  John  B . 

Indianapolis: 

Hook,  August . . 

Lieber,  Albert.... 
Lafayette: 

Wagner,  John . 

Laporte: 

Guenther,  J.  J . 

South  Bend: 

Muessel,  Walter  G 


Cedar  Rapids: 

Lage,  Chas . 

Davenport: 

Klindt,  Geo . 

Zoller,  J.  E . 

Dubuque: 

Glab,  Nicholas . 

Schwind,  John  W. .  .  . 
Iowa  City: 

Kemmerle,  F.  W . 

Keokuk: 

Nagel,  John . 

Sioux  City: 

Kingsbury,  B.  H . 

Lexington: 

Gund,  John,  Jr . 

Louisville: 

Goepper,  Chas.  D. .  .  . 

Senn,  F.  P . 

Middle  sboro: 

Wolf,  Fred  W . 

Newport: 

Wiedemann,  Chas.  . . . 

New  Orleans: 

Bentz,  H . 

Fabacher,  Lawrence 

Ricks,  A.  G . 

Wirth,  J.  D . 


INDIANA. 

. Cook  Brewing  Co. 

. F.  W.  Cook  Brewing  Co. 

. Evansville  Brewing  Association. 

. Centlivre  Brewing  Co. 

. Home  Brewing  Co. 

. Indianapolis  Brewing  Co. 

. Thieme  &  Wagner  Brewing  Co. 

. Guenther  Bros. 

. Muessel  Brewing  Co. 

IOWA. 

. Magnus  Brewing  Co. 

. Davenport  Brewing  Co. 

. Independent  Brewing  &  Malting  Co. 

. Dubuque  Brewing  &  Malting  Co. 

. Dubuque  Brewing  &  Malting  Co. 

. Iowa  Brewing  Co. 

. Pechstein  &  Nagel  Brewing  Co. 

. Sioux  City  Brewing  Co. 

KENTUCKY. 

. Lexington  Brewing  Co. 

. Secretary  Kentucky  Brewers’  Ass’n. 

. Senn  &  Ackerman  Brewing  Co. 

. Pres.  New  South  Brewing  &  Ice  Co. 

. Geo.  Wiedemann  Brewing  Co. 

LOUISIANA. 

. New  Orleans  Brewing  Co. 

. Jackson  Brewing  Co. 

. American  Brewing  Co. 

. Standard  Brewing  Co. 
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MARYLAND. 


Baltimore: 

Gottlieb,  Fred  H . Gottlieb-Bauernschmidt-StrausBrg.  Co. 

Stickney,  Geo.  H . Gottlieb-Bauernschmidt-Straus  Brg.Co. 

Crain,  Robert . General  Counsel. 

Cumberland: 

Fesenmeier,  M.  L . Cumberland  Brewing  Co. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

Boston: 

Brown,  C.  W . Rueter  &  Co. 

Carl,  Walter  A . The  Roessle  Brewery. 

Haffenreffer,  T.  C . Haffenreffer  &  Co. 

Huse,  H.  V . Boston  &  New  England  Brewers’  Ass’n. 

Seiberlich,  Frank . Haffenreffer  &  Co. 

New  Bedford: 

Dawson,  Joseph . Dawson  &  Son. 

Whalen,  Nich . Dawson  &  Son. 

Springfield: 

Geisel,  Theodore  R . . . Liberty  Brewing  Co. 


MICHIGAN. 


Bay  City: 

Moritz,  John  B . . 

Detroit: 

Bosquett,  Thos.  J . 

Darmstaedter,  H . 

Goebel,  August,  Jr . 

Goetteman,  F.  P . 

Kling,  Kurt . 

Manchester,  William  C 

Stroh,  Julius . 

Martz,  Chas . 

Grand  Rapids: 

Goetz,  Adolph . 

Tusch,  F.  A . 

Iron  Mountain: 

Henze,  L.  A . 

Jackson: 

Carroll,  S.  H . 

Marquette: 

Meeske,  Charles . 

Menominee: 

Ege,  Carl . 

Erdlitz,  Frank . 

Henes,  John.  .  . 
Muskegon: 

Meeske,  Otto  G 


Bay  City  Brewing  Co. 

Ph.  Kling  Brewing  Co. 

West  Side  Brewing  Co. 

Goebel  Brewing  Co. 
Koppitz-Melchers  Brewing  Co. 

Ph.  Kling  Brewing  Co. 

Sec’y  Michigan  State  Brewers’  Ass’n. 
Stroh  Brewing  Co. 

Detroit  Brewing  Co. 

Grand  Rapids  Brewing  Co. 

Grand  Rapids  Brewing  Co. 

Henze-Tollen  Brewing  Co. 

Eberle  Brewing  Co. 

Upper  Peninsula  Brewing  Co. 

Menominee  River  Brewing  Co. 
Menominee  River  Brewing  Co. 

Leisen  &  Henes  Brewing  Co. 

I 

Muskegon  Brewing  Co. 
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MICHIGAN— continued. 


Saginaw: 

Riedel,  C.  W . J.  G.  Schemm  Brewing  Co. 

Y  psilanti: 

Hoch,  J.  J . L.  Z.  Foerster  Brewing  Co. 

MINNESOTA. 

Duluth: 

Fitger,  August . Fitger  Brewing  Co. 

Hoch,  Reiner . Duluth  Brewing  &  Malting  Co. 

Minneapolis: 

Gluek,  Chas . Gluek  Brewing  Co. 

Kunz,  J . Minneapolis  Brewing  Co. 

Rochester: 

Schuster,  F.  W . Schuster  Brewing  Co. 

St.  Paul: 

Hamm,  Wm . Theo.  Hamm  Brewing  Co. 

Zollman,  F.  W . Minnesota  &  Iowa  Brewers’  Ass’n. 


Kansas  City: 

Muehlebach, G.  E. 
St.  Joseph: 

Goetz,  Wm.  L . 

St.  Louis: 

Clauss,  E.  S . 

Faust,  Edward  A . 
Nicholaus,  Henry 

Stifel,  Otto  F _ 

Stock,  Philip.  . .  . 


MISSOURI. 

. Geo.  Muehlebach  Brewing  Co. 

. M.  K.  Goetz  Brewing  Co. 

. Anheuser-Busch  Brewing  Association. 

. Anheuser-Busch  Brewing  Association. 

...  .St.  Louis  Brewing  Association. 

. Union  Brewing  Co. 

. St.  Louis  Brewing  Association. 


MONTANA. 

Billings: 

Grein,  Phil . Billings  Brewing  Co. 

NEBRASKA. 

Fremont: 

Gumb,  John . Fremont  Brewing  Co. 

Omaha: 

Krug,  Wm . Fred  Krug  Brewing  Co. 

Metz,  Chas . Metz  Brewing  Co. 

NEW  JERSEY. 

Newark: 

Birkenhauer,  John . Essex  County  Brewing  Co. 

Feigenspan,  C.  W . C.  Feigenspan,  Inc. 

Kingsley,  H.  R . •. . P.  Ballantine  &  Sons. 

Potts,  G.  R . Ballantine  &  Co. 

Reilly,  Jas.  A . Sec’y  New  Jersey  State  Brewers’  Ass’n. 

Schutte,  Chas . F.  J.  Kastner  Co. 

Wiedenmayer,  Geo.  W . Geo.  W.  Wiedenmayer,  Inc. 
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NEW  YORK. 

Albany: 

Murray,  E.  J.  B . Beverwyck  Brewing  Co. 

Auburn: 

Lauer,  A.  J . Independent  Brewing  Co. 

Brooklyn: 

Becker,  John  F . Wm.  Ulmer  Brewery. 

Becker,  Fred’k.  W . Wm.  Ulmer  Brewery. 

Fallert,  Berthold . Joseph  Fallert  Brewing  Co. 

Liebmann,  Julius . Pres.  U.  S.  Brewers’  Association. 

Ringler,  W.  G . J.  F.  Trommer  Brewery. 

Scharmann,  H.  B . H.  B.  Scharmann  &  Sons. 

Scharmann,  H.  F . H.  B.  Scharmann  &  Sons 

Schram,  Louis  B . India  Wharf  Brewing  Co. 

Welz,  Edward . Welz  &  Zerweck. 

Buffalo: 

Bachert,  Ph . International  Brewing  Co. 

Becker,  Edw.  C . East  Buffalo  Brewing  Co. 

Becker,  Wm.  T . East  Buffalo  Brewing  Co. 

Brendel,  Hy.  W . Lake  View  Brewing  Co. 

Ginther,  Geo.  C . Ziegele  Brewing  Co. 

Haecker,  Julius . Ziegele  Brewing  Co. 

Hammer,  Conrad . Germania  Brewing  Co. 

Honecker,  John . Buffalo  Co-operative  Brewing  Co. 

Lutz,  John  C . Buffalo  Co-operative  Brewing  Co. 

Miller,  J ohn  A . International  Brewing  Co. 

Pankow,  Chas.  G . International  Brewing  Co. 

Miller,  E.  G.  S . Gerhard  Lang  Brewery. 

Phillips,  Jos . Gerhard  Lang  Brewery. 

Schwartz,  Col.  Jno.  L . Clinton-Star  Brewery. 

Reimann,  John . Clinton-Star  Brewery. 

Seibert,  Simon . M.  Beck  Brewing  Co. 

Schenk,  John  C . East  Buffalo  Brewing  Co. 

Schreiber,  A . : . A.  Schreiber  Brewing  Co. 

Strangmann,  Carl  A . German- American  Brewing  Co. 

Simon,  Wm . Wm.  Simon  Brewery. 

Schaefer,  Ph.  G . Lake  View  Brewing  Co. 

Trapp,  Christian . Sec’y  Buffalo  Brewers’  Exchange. 

Weigel,  Wm . C.  Weygand  Brewing  Co. 

Hornell: 

Schwarzenbach,  James  E . Schwarzenbach  Brewing  Co. 

New  York: 

Allert,  Rudolf . Lion  Brewery. 

Ehret,  Geo.,  Jr . Geo.  Ehret  Brewery. 

Fox,  Hugh  F . Secretary. 

Hoffmann,  Wm.,  Jr . Jacob  Hoffmann  Brewing  Co. 

Hupfel,  A.  G.,  Jr . A.  Hupfel’s  Sons. 

Hupfel,  J.  Chr.  G . J.  Chr.  G.  Hupfel  Brewing  Co. 
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NEW  YORK— continued. 


Kroehle,  Chas.  J . 

Lohr,  Wm . 

Monahan,  Michael . 

Obermann,  Geo.  J . 

Ringler,  Wm.  G . 

Robitschek,  C . 

Ruppert,  Jacob,  Jr . 

Schaefer,  Rudolph  J . 

Schultz,  Chas.  A . 

Stadler,  Chas.  A . 

Warner,  Chas.  J . 

Woerz,  F.  W . 

Woodward,  C.  H.  R . 

Rochester: 

Bradley,  John . 

Stapleton  ( S .  I.): 

Horrmann,  Aug . 

Warth,  C.  F . 

Syracuse: 

Frank,  Chas . 

Geoff,  Henderson . 

Hemmer,  Andrew . 

Maloney,  P.  F . 

Oswald,  Edward . 

Schwarz,  Chas . 

Schwarz,  Fred . 

Zett,  Geo . 

Utica: 

Matt,  F.  X . 


Akron: 

Burkhardt,  Gus  F .  . 
Bucyrus: 

Dostal,  John  M . 

Cincinnati: 

Greenfelder,  J . 

Hess,  Wm.  F . 

Jung,  J.  Geo . 

Klotter,  Eugene  W 
Albert  Lackman.  . . . 

Renner,  O.  J . 

Cleveland: 

Diebolt,  Jos.  A . 

Gund,  Geo.  F . 

Leicht,  JohnM . 


.  H.  Elias  Brewing  Co. 

.  H.  Elias  Brewing  Co. 

.  Literary  Bureau,  U.  S.  B.  A. 

.  Ex-Pres.  United  States  Brewers'  Ass’n. 
.  Geo.  Ringler  &  Co. 

.  United  States  Brewers’  Academy. 

.  Jacob  Ruppert  Brewery. 

.  F.  and  M.  Schaefer  Brewing  Co. 

.  Fin.  Sec’y  U.  S.  Brewers’  Ass’n. 

.  Hon.  Member  U.  S.  Brewers’  Ass’n. 

.  Sec’y  N.  Y.  State  Brewers’  Ass’n. 

.  Beadleston  &  Woerz 
.  Flanagan,  Nay  &  Co.,  also  H.  Clansen 

&  Son. 


.  .  .  Bartholomay  Brewing  Co. 

.  .  Rubsam  &  Horrmann  Brewing  Co. 

.  .  Rubsam  &  Horrmann  Brewing  Co. 

.  .  Zett  Brewery. 

. .  .National  Brewing  Co. 

.  .  Bartels  Brewing  Co. 

.  .  Geo.  Zett  Brewery. 

.  .  .  Haberle  Brewing  Co. 

.  .  .  Haberle  Brewing  Co 
.  .  .  Haberle  Brewing  Co. 

.  .  .Geo.  Zett  Brewery. 

.  .West  End  Brewing  Co. 

OHIO. 

.  .  M.  Burkhardt  Brewing  Co. 

.  .  Dostal  Bros. 

.  .  Christian  Moerlein  Brewing  Co. 

.  .Sec’y  Ohio  Brewers’  Association. 

.  .  C.  Moerlein  Brewing  Co. 

.  .  Bellevue  Brewing  Co. 

.  .  Herman  Lackman  Brewing  Co. 

.  .  .Attorney  Ohio  Brewers’  Association. 

.  .  Diebolt  Brewing  Co. 

.  .  Gund  Brewing  Co. 

.  .  Cleveland  &  Sandusky  Brewing  Co. 
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OHIO— continued. 

Columbus: 

Hoster,  Carl  J . Hoster  Columbus  Brewing  Co. 

Dayton: 

Sohngen,  Edw.  C . . . Dayton  Breweries  Co. 

Hamilton: 

Schwab,  P.  E . Cincinnati  Brewing  Co. 

Lancaster : 

Noll,  Chas.  P . E.  Becker  Brewing  Co. 

Pomeroy: 

Wildermuth,  Chas.  F . Gottlieb-Wildermuth  Brewing  Co. 

Zanesville: 

Linser,  Simon,  Sr . S.  Linser  Brewing  Co. 


Brownsville: 

Edel,  Geo.  J . 

Erie: 

Gingrich,  W.  W . 

Liebel,  M.,  Jr . 

Lancaster: 

Haefner,  Joseph . 

Heine,  Paul . 

Norristown: 

Scheidt,  Adam . . 

Philadelphia: 

Baltz,  Albert . 

Baltz,  Heinrich  R. . .  . 

Class,  Charles . 

Eller,  S.  H . 

Ettla,  Chas.  F . 

Feil,  William  F . 

Finkenauer,  Fred  J. . 

Gardiner,  John . . 

Liebert,  Peter  P.,  Jr. 
Mueller,  Gustavus  A 

McGlinn,  John . 

Moylan,  P.  F . 

Nichols,  E . 

Obert,  John  B . 

Poth,  H  A . 

Schanz,  Frank . 

Schemm,  Peter . 

Schmidt,  Edw.  A . 

Pittsburg: 

Benz,  John . 

Kolb,  Chr . 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

. Brownsville  Brewing  Co. 

. Wayne  Brewing  Co. 

. Erie  Brewing  Co. 

. Haefner  Brewery. 

. Sprenger  Brewing  Co. 

. Adam  Scheidt  Brewing  Co. 

. J.  &  P.  Baltz  Brewing  Co. 

. J.  &  P.  Baltz  Brewing  Co. 

. Chass  &  Nachod  Brewing  Co. 

. Liebert  &  Obert. 

. Sec’y  Penn.  State  Brewers’  Ass’n. 

. Fred  Feil  Brewing  Co. 

. Theodore  Finkenauer. 

. Continental  Brewing  Co. 

. . Liebert  &  Obert  Brewing  Co. 

. Bergner-Engel  Brewing  Co. 

. Philadelphia  Brewing  Co. 

. Philadelphia  Brewing  Co. 

. . Consumers’  Brewing  Co. 

. Liebert  &  Obert  Brewing  Co. 

. F.  A.  Poth  &  Sons,  Inc. 

. Philadelphia  Brewers’  Association. 

. P.  Schemm  &  Son. 

. 'C.  Schmidt  &  Son  Brewung  Co. 

. Independent  Brewing  Co. 

. Pittsburg  Brewing  Co.(Eberhardt  & 

Ober  Brewery). 


13 


PENNSYLVANIA— continued.  1 


Mulvihill,  Jas.  P . Independent  Brewing  Co. 

Ober,  Chas.  F . Pittsburg  Brewing  Co.(Eberhardt  & 

Ober  Brewery). 

Reading: 

Barbey,  John . Peter  Barbey  &  Son. 

Shenandoah: 

Curtiss,  John  W . Columbia  Brewing  Co. 

Mellet,  M . .  •  •  •  Columbia  Brewing  Co. 

York: 

Helb,  Theo.  R. 


RHODE  ISLAND. 

Providence: 

Over,  Spencer  H . Narragansett  Brewing  Co. 

TENNESSEE. 

Chattanooga : 

Reif,  Charles . Chattanooga  Brewing  Co. 

Knoxville: 

Cochran,  A.  C . East  Tennessee  Brewing  Co. 

Memphis: 

Schorr,  J.  W . Tennessee  Brewing  Co. 

Schorr,  Jacob  B . Tennessee  Brewing  Co. 

Nashville: 

Gerst,  Wm . William  Gerst  Brewing  Co. 

UTAH. 

Ogden: 

Becker,  G.  L . Becker  Brewing  &  Malting  Co. 

Salt  Lake  City: 

Fisher,  Albert . A.  Fisher  Brewing  Co. 

VIRGINIA. 

Alexandria: 

Baldwin,  P.  McK . Robert  Portner  Brewing  Co. 

WEST  VIRGINIA. 

H  untington: 

Fesenmeier,  M.  L . West  Virginia  Brewing  Co. 

Wheeling: 

Horstmann,  Chas*. . Schmulbach  Brewing  Co. 

Reymann,  Paul  O . Reymann  Brewing  Co. 

WISCONSIN. 

Ashland: 

Culver,  Th.  B . Ashland  Brewing  Co. 

Bangor: 

Hussa,  Oscar . Hussa  Brewing  Co. 

Columbus: 

Kurth,  C 


The  Kurth  Co. 
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WISCONSIN— continued. 


Highland: 

Pusch,  Anthony  J. . . 
La  Crosse : 

Gund,  Henry . 

Kurtenacker,  Carl 

Michel,  Carl  F . 

Mueller,  E.  T . 

Manitowoc : 

Kunz,  L . 

Rahr,  Maximilian.  . 
Rahr,  Reinhardt.  . . 
Schreihart,  H.  J. . .  . 
Milwaukee: 

Abrams,  S.  E . 

Altschwager,  Hugo 
Austin,  Wm.  H . 

Becherer,  G . 

Blatz,  Albert  C. . .  . 

Blatz,  Val . 

Caufy,  L.  L . 

Fischbach,  M.  J. . . . 
Gerlach,  Geo.  F. . .  . 
Gettelman,  Adam.  . . 

Gettelman,  W.  A _ 

Henning,  C.  W . 

Hoerl,  Henry . 

Jung,  Philip,  Jr . 

Jung,  Philip . 

Jung,  A.  W . 

Klann,  Wm . 

Kraut,  Aug.  R . 

KremerJohn . 

Lindemann,  Aug.  S. . 
Manegold,  Chas.,  Jr 

Marx,  Wm.  A . 

Meyer,  Adolf  H.  .  .  . 

Miller,  Ernst  G . 

Miller,  Emil  P . 

Pabst,  Gustav . 

Austin,  Wm.  H . 

Schneider,  Fred _ 

Schultz,  M.  A . 

Schmidt,  Oscar . 

Stark,  Henry  J . 

Strauss,  Wm . 

Uihlein,  Joseph  E. . . 


.  Semrad  Bros.  &  Pusch  Brewing  Co. 

.John  Gund  Brewing  Co. 

.John  Gund  Brewing  Co. 

.  C.  &  J.  Michel  Brewing  Co. 

.  G.  Heileman  Brewing  Co. 

.  Kunz-Bleser  Brewing  Co. 

.  Wm.  Rahr  Sons’  Co. 

.  Wm.  Rahr  Sons’  Co. 

.  Schreihar;  Brewing  Co. 

.Jos.  Schlitz  Brewing  Co. 

.  Val  B  ‘latz  Brewing  Co. 

.Wisconsin  &  Upper  Peninsula  of 

Michigan  Brewers’  Association. 
.  Milwaukee  Brewery  Co. 

.  Blatz  Brewing  Co. 

.Val.  Blatz  Brewing  Co. 

.  Sec ’y  Wisconsin  Brewers’  Ass’n. 

.  Cream  City  Brewing  Co. 

.  Cream  City  Brewing  Co. 

.A.  Gettelman  Brewing  Co. 

.  A.  Gettelman  Brewing  Co. 

.  Pabst  Brewing  Co. 

Val.  Blatz  Brewing  Co. 

.Jung  Brewing  Co. 

.Jung  Brewing  Co. 

.  J ung  Brewing  Co. 

.  Cream  City  Brewing  Co. 

.  P.  Schoenhofen  Brewing  Co. 

Val.  Blatz  Brewing  Co. 

.  Milwaukee- Waukesha  Brewing  Co. 

,  Milwaukee-Waukesha  Brewing  Co. 

.A.  Gettelman  Brewing  Co. 

,  Cream  City  Brewing  Co. 

.  Fred  Miller  Brewing  Co. 

.  Fred  Miller  Brewipg  Co. 

.  Pabst  Brewing  Co. 

Counsel. 

Jung  Brewing  Co. 

A.  Gettelman  Brewing  Co. 

Jos.  Schlitz  Brewing  Co. 

Pabst  Brewing  Co. 

Fred  Miller  Brewing  Co. 

Schlitz  Brewing  Co. 
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WISCONSIN— continued. 


Uihlein,  Henry.  . . 
Uihlein,  Wm.  J . . . . 
Uihlein,  Wm.  B  . . . . 

Vizay,  Wm.  J . 

Wittmann,  Reed.  . 

Zinn,  Oliver  F . 

Zaun,  John  B.,  .  .  .  . 
Monroe: 

Blumer,  Fred  J . . . 
New  London: 

Knapstein,  Theo.  . 
Oshkosh: 

Glatz,  Wm.  J . 

Portage: 

Eulberg,  J.  N . 

Sheboygan: 

Schreier,  Herman 

Steffen,  S.  P . 

Wausau: 

Mathie,  Otto . 

West  Bend: 

Meyer,  Stephen.  . 
Pick,  Andrew.  .  .  . 


Jos.  Schlitz  Brewing  Co. 

Jos.  Schlitz  Brewing  Co. 

Jos.  Schlitz  Brewing  Co. 

Cream  City  Brewing  Co. 

Cream  City  Brewing  Co. 
Milwaukee-Waukesha  Brewing  Co. 
Jos.  Schlitz  Brewing  Co. 

Blumer  Brewing  Co. 

Theo.  Knapstein  &  Co. 

.  Oshkosh  Brewing  Co. 

.  Eulberg  Brewing  Co. 

Konrad  Schreier  Co. 

.  Konrad  Schreier  Co. 

.  Mathie  Brewing  Co. 

.  West  Bend  Brewing  Co. 

.  West  Bend  Brewing  Co. 


ASSOCIATE  MEMBERS  AND  MEMBERS  OF  ALLIED  TRADES 

COLORADO. 


Denver: 

Neuhaus,  Victor . German-American  Federation. 

Washington: 

Harvay,  Hugh  F . Washington  Mercantile  Association. 

IDAHO. 

Pocatello: 

Hayes,  R.  J . Franklin  &  Hayes  Brewing  Co. 

Hayes,  Wm . Franklin  &  Hayes  Brewing  Co. 

ILLINOIS. 

Belleville: 

Ahrens,  Ferd . Besley  Brewing  Co. 

Chicago: 

Arnold,  John  P . Der  Sternewirth. 

Binz,  Frank . Calumet  Malting  Co. 

Blumenthal,  E.  M . E.  Goldman  &  Co. 

Burnell,  J.  C . Brewers'  Journal. 

Bush,  E.  T . Crown  Cork  &  Seal  Co. 

Cain,  M.  M . M.  M.  Cain  &  Co. 

Caldwell,  R.  W . Sec’y  U.  S.  Maltsters’  Association. 

Cervenka,  J.  A . Pilsen  Brewing  Co. 
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ILLINOIS — continued. 


Child,  W.  D . 

Coldby,  A.  V . 

Dahmen,  Richard . 

Davenport,  H.  F . 

Dilg,  Wm . . 

Dreesbach,  Philip . 

Eckstein,  I . 

Felt,  Chas.  H . 

Fox,  Edw.  H . 

Frees,  Herman  E . 

Goetz,  Fred . 

Goldman,  Eugene . 

Graff,  Henderson  D . . . . 

Gramlich,  E.  L . 

Grasser,  Hugo  S . 

Greiner,  J.  B . 

Hales,  B.  F . 

Hawley,  Richard . 

Hecht,  Frank  A . 

Heinemann,  Henry  E.  O . 

Henius,  Dr.  M . 

Hoffheimer,  Sam. . 

Homeyer,  E . 

Junker,  R.  C . 

Keller,  Murray . 

Keyl,  Emil . 

Kirkpatrick,  Robert  A. 

Kollmorgan,  H . 

Knuth,  E.  G . 

Maciejewski,  B.  L . 

Lockstein,  John  G.,  Jr.. 

Lorenzer,  John  A . 

Luebkert,  Otto . 

Lyon,  Cooper . 

Magnus,  Albert . 

Mendelsohn,  Felix . 

Meyer,  Sigmund . 

Nickerson,  J.  F . 

O’Donnell,  Wm.  T . 

Partello,  D.  J.,  Jr . 

Passow,  L.  A . 

Paterson,  C.  J . 

Plamondon,  Chas.  A . 

Prinz,  W.  H . 

Rhoads,  E.  G . 

Rice,  P.  H . 


,  .  Chicago  Inter-Ocean. 

.  Chicago  Brewers’  Supply  Co. 

.  E.  Goldman  &  Co. 

.  Brunswick-Balke-Collender  Co. 

.  Dilg  Advertising  Co. 

.Corn  Products  Mfg.  Co. 

.  National  Malting  Co. 

.A.  Magnus  Sons’  Co. 

.  The  Western  Brewer. 

.  Brewers’  &  Distillers’  Laboratory. 

.  Goetz  &  Flodin  Mfg.  Co. 

.  E.  Goldman  &  Co. 

.  Columbia  Malting  Co. 

.  Merle  &  Heaney  Mfg.  Co. 

.  Chicago  Institute  of  Statistical 

Research. 

.  Liquid  Carbonic  Co. 

.  N.  W.  Malt  &  Grain  Co. 

.  Columbia  Malting  Co. 

.  Kaestner  &  Co. 

.American  Brewers'  Review. 

.  Wahl-Henius  Institute. 

.  N.  W.  Malt  &  Grain  Co. 

.  Pfaudler  Co. 

.Armstrong  Cork  Co. 

.  Agent  Pommery  &  Co. 

.Albert  Schwill  &  Co. 

.  E.  O.  Heinsdorf  &  Co. 

.  Fred  W.  Wolf  Co. 

.White  Eagle  Brewing  Co. 

.Chas.  Passow  &  Sons. 

.American  Brewers’  Review. 

.  Saladin  Mltg.  Cons.  Co. 

.  Bishop  &  Babcock  Co. 

.A.  Magnus  Sons’  Co. 

.  E.  Goldman  &  Co. 

.  E.  Goldman  &  Co. 

.  Ice  and  Refrigeration. 

.Albert  Schwill  &  Co. 

.American  Hop  &  Barley  Ccl 
.  C.  Passow  &  Sons. 

.  Decatur  Cereal  Co. 

.  Saladin  Pneumatic  Mltg.  Cons.  Co. 
.Saladin  Pneumatic  Mltg.  Cons.  Co. 

.  National  Brewers’  Insurance  Co. 

.  Rice  Malt  &  Grain  Co. 
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ILLINOIS — continued. 


Rich,  H.  G . 

Ruh,  Oscar  J . 

Ryan,  A.  J. 

Scarborough,  H . 

Schirmer,  Julius . 

Schmidt,  Chas.  J . 

Schwill,  Julius . 

Seidl,  Thomas  J . 

Shenton,  Willard  H 

Siebel,  Dr.  J.  E . 

Siebel,  F.  P . 

SlTTIG,  Wm.  A . 

Sommer,  Otto  A . 

Stege,  R.  G . 

Strasburger,  F . 

Stoetzer,  H . 

Taylor,  John  M . 

Thaler,  A.  J . 

Tilley,  T.  E . 

Turner,  Geo.  T . 

von  Valtier,  Max... 
Vullmahn,  Fred.  .  .  . 

Wakeman,  F.  S . 

Wahl,  Dr.  Robert... 
Weschler,  Dan  D... 
Weiskirch,  W.  N. . .  . 

WlEDERHOLDT,  E.  F.. 

Wiese,  Wm.  H . 

Wing,  H.  A . 

Wolf,  Fred  W . 

WoRMSER,  D . 

Zahm,  Edw . 

Decatur: 

Corman,  H.  H . 

Galena: 

Blum,  M . 

Morns: 

Gebhard,  W . 

Rockford; 

Petritz,  J.  V . 


The  Western  Brewer. 

Albert  Schwill  &  Co. 

Twentieth  Century  Machinery  Co. 
Fred  W.  Wolf  Co. 

United  States  Brewmasters’  Ass’n. 
Albert  Schwill  &  Co. 

Pesen  Bros. 

Schaeffer  &  Budenberg  Mfg.  Co. 
Zymotechnic  Institute. 

.Zymotechnic  Institute. 

.  Brewer  &  Malster. 

.American  Hominy  Co. 

.  E.  R.  Stege  Brewery. 

.  Bottlers  Machinery  Mfg.  Co. 

.A.  Magnus  &  Sons  Co. 

.Northwestern  MalL&  Grain  Co. 
.Thaler  Bros. 

.  Carbonic  Dioxide  Co. 

.Armstrong  Cork  Co. 

.  Goetz  &  Flodin  Mfg.  Co. 

.American  Malting  Co. 

.  Cleveland  Faucet  Co. 

.  Wahl-Henius  Institute. 

.  Geo.  Bullen  &  Co. 

Bottlers’  Machinery  Mfg.  Co. 

.  Wiederholdt  Construction  Co. 

.Chas.  Passow  &  Sons. 

.  P.  Pause  &  Co. 

.Fred  W.  Wolf  Co. 

.National  Malting  Co. 

.  Schneible  Co. 

.  Decatur  Cereal  Co. 

.  Blum  Brewery. 

.Gebhard  Brewery. 

.Rockford  Brewing  Co. 


INDIANA. 

Indianapolis : 

Genung,  J.  H . American  Hominy  Co. 

Nattkemper,  E . American  Hominy  Co. 

Logansport: 

Keip,  J.  G . Columbia  Brewing  Co. 
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INDIANA— continued. 


Mishawaka: 

Kamm,  R.  0 . Kamm  &  Schellinger. 

South  Bend: 

Hoban,  T.  M . South  Bend  Brewing  Association. 

IOWA. 

Davenport: 

Rothschild,  D . Rothchild  Malt  &  Grain  Co. 

Sindt,  Theo . Davenport  Malt  &  Grain  Co. 

KENTUCKY. 

Louisville : 

Koehler,  Oscar . Alvey-Ferguson  Co. 

Rose,  P.  M . Alvey-Ferguson  Co. 


MARYLAND. 

Baltimore: 

Bush,  E.  T . Crown,  Cork  &  Seal  Co. 

Eick,  Otto. 


MICHIGAN. 


Detroit: 

Glaser,  Chas . 

Rickel,  Harry . 

Starke,  Edmund. 
Steinwachs,  Chas.  A. .  .  . 
Grand  Rapids: 

Smith,  Chas.  R . 

Bonnell,  J.  H . 

Smith,  C.  R . 

Smith,  N.  A . 

Wyandotte : 

Harris,  Jno.  J . 

Kalamazoo: 

Bluchner,  H . 


.American  Tap-Bush  Co. 

.  H.  W.  Rickel  &  Co. 

.U.  S.  Frumentum  Co. 

.Eclipse  Box  Mfg.  Co. 

.  Furniture  City  Brewing  Co. 
.Furniture  City  Brewing  Co. 
.  Furniture  City  Brewing  Co. 

J.  B.  Ford  Co. 

.Kalamazoo  Brewing  Co. 


MINNESOTA. 

Mankato: 

Pank,  J.  H . Gopher  State  Malting  Co. 

Minneapolis: 

Goetz,  A.  N.,  Jr . Van  Dusen-Harrington  Co. 

Sukey,  Paul  G . North  Star  Malting  Co. 

Red  Wing: 

Krise,  W.  C . Red  Wing  Malting  Co. 

St.  Paul: 

Hauser,  Chas . Hauser  &  Sons  Malting  Co. 


Kansas  City: 

Dodson,  Bruce 


MISSOURI. 


Brewers’  Exchange. 
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MISSOURI— continued. 

St.  Joseph: 

Murphy,  Edw.  A . . . American  Hominy  Co. 

St.  Louis: 

Fuchs,  Frank . Barry-Wehmiller  Machinery  Co. 

Johnson,  Albert . Herf  &  Frederichs  Chemical  Co. 

Scheuermann,  Phil . The  Wittemann  Co. 


NEBRASKA. 

Omaha: 

Gate  City  Malt  Co. 

NEW  JERSEY. 

Jersey  City; 

Gallaher,  E.  P. 


Brooklyn: 

Pentlarge,  Fred . 

Wunder,  F.,  Jr . 

Buffalo: 

Bausch,  Frank . 

Curtiss,  Chas.  G . 

Kam,  Jos . 

Meyer,  Geo.  J . 

Zwickel,  C . 

Geneva: 

Licht,  John  H . 

Mt.  Vernon: 

Mueller,  Jacob . 

New  York: 

Bruns,  R.  E . . 

Burnell,  E.  T . 

Cook,  Lin . 

Couch,  J.  R . 

Eschweger,  Harry..  .  . 

Lippmann,  J . 

Merkel,  Louis  J . 

Meyer,  Sig . 

Obermann,  Wm.  V . 

Rauh,  Robert. 

Sayre,  W.  S . 

Savage,  G.  L . 

Scheuermann,  Phil... 

Schlichting,  Emil . 

Schmidt,  Ernst . 

Shock,  G. 

Schwarz,  Gustave.  .  .  . 

Sonderburg,  H . 

Staley,  J.  C.  ......... . 


NEW  YORK. 

. U.  S.  Bung  Mfg.  Co. 

. Fred  Wunder  &  Sons. 

. Frank  Bausch  Co. 

. Chas.  G.  Curtiss  Co. 

. John  Kam  Malting  Co. 

. Geo.  J.  Meyer  Malting  Co. 

. Zwickel  Malting  Co. 

. Patent  Cereals  Co. 

. Mueller  Mfg.  Co. 

. Ferdinand  Gutmann  &  Co. 

. Brewers’  Journal. 

. Decatur  Cereal  Co. 

. Bishop  &  Babcock  Co. 

. Pomery  &  Co. 

. S.  S.  Steiner. 

. American  Malting  Co. 

. E.  Goldman  &  Co. 

. Golden  Gate  Mfg.  Co. 

. Golden  Gate  Mfg.  Co. 

. Golden  Gate  Mfg.  Co. 

. Wittemann  Co. 

. National  Brewers’  Academy. 

. Wittemann  Co. 

. American  Brewer. 

. Chas.  Zoller  Co. 

...... .Albert  Schwill  &  Co. 


NEW  YORK — continued. 

RiCHiER-SrEPXiiz,  Earn. . .  7ew  York  Stoats  Zietu  isg. 

Wallerstbin,,  Dr.  M. 

W eh..  Tear . The  Brewers'  Journal. 

Wbiskopf,  L . Bond  Bottle  Seal  Co. 

Wittemann,  R.  A . Wittemaan  Co. 

Wtatt.  Dr.  Francis . National  Brewers' Academy. 

Rochester: 

Olcott,  Ralph.  . . Publicity. 

HoiEiia,  E . Pfaudler  Co. 


Cincinnati: 

Baler,  Chas . 

Burger,  Carl . 

Caldwell.  Jxo.  A. . . 

Gazlay,  A . 

Heemasl,  Lolls . 

Koehler.  Oscar . 

Loeb.  Dan . 

Pextlarge,  Fred.  . . . 
Cleveland: 

Horey,  Otto . 

Klein,  Wm . 

Lhjentbal.  Chas.  J. 
Loew,  Chas.  H . 

Defiance: 

Calender.  S.  H . 

Hamilton: 

Soengen,  Charles.  . . 
Mt.  Joy:  ' 

Schick,  H.  C. 


OHIO. 

. H.  Goepper  &  Co. 

. Burger  Bros. 

. Judge  Juvenile  Court. 

. British- American  Co. 

. Piqaa  Malt  Co. 

. Alvey-Ferguson  Co. 

. Rheinstrom  Bros. 

. U.  S.  Bung  Mfg.  Co. 

. Cleveland  Faucet  Co. 

. Loew  M£g.  Co. 

. Bishop  &  Babcock  Co. 

. Loew  Mfg.  Co. 

. Defiance  Pressed  Steel  Co. 

. American  Malting  Co. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Philadelphia: 

Dingee,  Lester  I. 

Elkins,  Geo.  W . 

Keller,  Robert. 

Perot,  Ellistox _ 

Perot,  T.  Morris... 
Roesch,  August  R . . 
Wolf,  Herman  T.... 
Pittsburg: 

Getting,  G.  G . 

Feuchtwanger,  Jos. 


Red  W ing  Malting  Co. 

Francis  Perot’s  Sons  Malting  Co 
Francis  Perot’s  Sons  Malting  Co 
Brewers’  Supplies. 

Milwaukee  Malting  Co. 

Armstrong  Cork  Co. 
Feuchtwanger  Bros. 

Armstrong  Cork  Co. 


Juxker,  R.  C 

TENNESSEE. 

Memphis: 

Roescher,  S.  S 


Schlitz  Brewing  Co. 
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VIRGINIA. 


Richmond: 


Rosexegk,  A.  vox  N . 

.  .  .  .  Rosenegk  Brewing  Co. 

SlTTERDIXG,  F . 

WASHINGTON. 

Seattle: 

Boxx,  Otto  W . 

. . .  .  Washington  Staats  Journal 

WISCONSIN. 

Antigo: 

WUXDERLICH,  C . 

.  .  .  .  Citizens’  Brewing  Co. 

Appleton: 

Schmitz.  H.  A . 

.  .  .  .G.  Walter  Brewing  Co. 

Wiscoxsix  Malt  &  Graix 

Co. 

Baraboo: 

Effixger,  F . 

.  .  .  .F.  Effinger Brewerv. 

Beaver  Dam: 

Bixzel,  R.  R . 

.  .  .  J.  Ph.  Binzel  Co. 

Burlington: 

/ 

Fixke-Uhex  Maltixg  Co. 

Uhex,  Johx  H . 

.  .  .  Finke-Uhen  Brewing  Co. 

Chilton: 

Chiltox  Malting  Co. 
Cleveland: 

Gartzke,  G.  A . 

.  .  .Gartzke  Bros.  Brewing  Co. 

Elroy: 

Cleary,  P.  A. 

Fond  du  Lac: 

Bechaud,  A.  G . 

.  .  .  Bechaud  Brewing  Co. 

Grand  Rapids: 

Lutz.  Jacob . 

.  .  .  Grand  Rapids  Brewing  Co. 

Hartford: 

Koxrad  Bros.  &  Werxer. 
Portz  Bros . 

.  .  .  .Malting  Co. 

Janesville: 

Bcob,  Will  M . 

.  .  .  M.  Buob  Brewing  Co. 

Croak,  F.  P . 

.  .  .  Croak  Brewing  Co. 

Kenosha: 

Remer,  C.  E . 

.  .  .  .  M.  H.  Pettit  Malting  Co. 

Kewaskum : 

Roseximer,  L . 

La  Crosse : 

Kurtexacher,  C . La  Crosse  Cooperage  Co. 

Manitowoc: 

Rahr,  Wm . Manitowoc  Malting  Co. 

Milwaukee: 

Abresch.  Chas 
Boesel,  H.  W. 


Chas.  Abresch  Co. 
American  Malting  Co. 
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WISCONSIN— continued. 

Brenckle,  A.  C . Brenckle- Anger  Co. 

Brosius,  Herman . Milwaukee  Litho.  Co. 

Davis,  J.  A . Milwaukee  Litho.  Co. 

Doellinger,  D . Germania. 

Fick,  Otto.  E . Northwestern  Litho.  Co. 

Fink,  Bruno  E . Milwaukee  Malting  Co. 

Fischer,  Alfred . Hantke’s  Brewers’  School. 

Franzen,  Wm.,  Jr. 

Froedtert,  M . Froedtert  Bros. 

Giesler,  F.  B . Galland-Henning  Pneu.  M.  Drum  Mfg. 

Co. 

Griebling,  Robt . Gugler  Litho.  Co. 

Gugler,  Julius . Gugler  Lithographic  Co. 

Gugler,  O.  B . Gugler  Lithographic  Co. 

Gundt,  Michael..  . . Twentieth  Century  Machinery  Co. 

Hottelet,  M . Hottelet  &  Co. 

Haas,  Gustave . s  Germania. 

Kamm,  P.  C . P.  C.  Kamm  &  Co. 

Ketter,  Fred . Ketter  Cooperage  Works. 

Kiewert,  Chas.  L . Chas.  L.  Kiewert  Co. 

Kiewert,  Robert  W . Chas.  L.  Kiewert  Co. 

Klein,  H . Chas.  Stolper  Cooperage  Co. 

Koenig,  Hans  A . Milwaukee  Commercial  Importing  Co. 

Korfmann,  L . Baumbach-Reichel  Co. 

Koss,  H.  T . Chas.  Koss  &  Bro.  Co. 

Koss,  Rud.  M . Chas.  Koss  &  Bros.  Co. 

Kremer,  Frank . Hantke’s  Brewers’  School. 

Ladish,  H.  W . Lytle-Stoppenbach  Co. 

Ladwig,  Fred  W . Ph.  Goerres  Cooperage  Co. 

Lasche,  Alfred. 

Liebert,  E.  R. 

Mathison,  J.  H . Cleveland  Faucet  Co. 

McMillan,  John . Bishop  &  Babcock  Co. 

Mueller,  0 . Milwaukee  Lock  &  Seal  Co. 

Mueller,  Jos . Borchert  Malting  Co. 

Paulus,  Peter . Peter  Paulus  Hardware  Co. 

Philipp,  F.  B . Northwestern  Litho.  Co. 

Place,  A.  C . Banner  Rock  Products  Co. 

Prengel,  Alex  T . Baumbach-Reichel  Co. 

Prinz,  F . : . Prinz  &  Rau  Mfg.  Co. 

Raetz,  Geo . Chas.  Ross  &  Bros.  Co. 

Reuter,  Wm.  J . P.  Goerres  Cooperage  Co. 

Riebs,  J.  M.,  Jr . American  Malting  Co. 

Rose,  Hon.  David  S . Mayor  of  Milwaukee. 

Scarborough,  H . Twentieth  Century  Machinery  Co. 

Schulz,  Otto  E . American  Malting  Co. 

Stolper,  J.  A . Chas.  Stolper  Cooperage  Co. 
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WISCONSIN — continued. 

Stolper,  Chas.  Jr., . Chas.  Stolper  Cooperage  Co. 

Toepfer,  Peter  G . W.  Toepfer  &  Sons. 

Vilter,  Theo.  O . Vilter  Mfg.  Co. 

von  Schleinitz,  E.  B . Germania. 

Weissleder,  Geo . Herm.  Weissleder  Co. 

Zinn,  Walter  A . Milwaukee  Western  Malt  Co. 

North  Lake: 

Frederickson,  R. 

Plymouth: 

von  Treeck,  H . Plymouth  Brewing  Co. 

Reedsburg: 

Pahl,  Wm.  H . American  Hominy  Co. 

Rubicon: 

Rubicon  Malt  &  Grain  Co. 

Sheboygan: 

Schreier,  Herman . Konrad  Schreier  Co. 

Silver  Creek: 

Ham,  Carl. 


REPORT  OF  THE  PROCEEDINGS 


OF  THE 


FORTY-EIGHTH  ANNUAL  CONVENTION 

OF  THE 

UNITED  STATES  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION, 

HELD  AT  THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  BUILDING,  MILWAUKEE,  WlS. 
June  cjth  and  ioth,  1908. 


FIRST  DAY. 

The  Convention  was  called  to  order  at  10:30  o’clock  by  Mr. 
Gustave  Becherer,  on  the  part  of  the  Entertainment  Committee 
of  the  Milwaukee  Brewers. 

MR.  BECHERER:— On  behalf  of  the  Milwaukee  Brewers’ 
Association,  I  welcome  you  most  heartily  to  our  city,  and  trust 
that  our  labors  will  be  crowned  with  success.  I  now  have  the 
honor  of  introducing  to  you  his  honor,  the  Mayor  of  Milwaukee, 
Hon.  David  S.  Rose.  {Applause) . 

MAYOR  ROSE: — Mr.  President  and  gentlemen  of  the  Con¬ 
vention,  we  are  very  pleased  to  have  this  opportunity  to  welcome 
you  to  our  home,  the  home  of  three  hundred  and  seventy-five 
thousand  people,  the  home  of  manufacture,  the  home  of  enterprise, 
the  home  of  civic  pride  and  patriotism,  and,  above  all,  the  home  of 
personal  liberty.  {Applause) . 

It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  say  to  you  that  the  brewing  in¬ 
dustry  in  Milwaukee  is  one  of  our  largest,  and  perhaps  it  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  say  to  you,  speaking  for  those  whom  I  have 
the  honor  to  represent,  that  we  are  extremely  proud  of  this  magnif¬ 
icent  industry,  which  has  done  and  is  doing  so  much  for  the  City 
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of  Milwaukee.  We  fully  appreciate  the  fact  that  a  great  wave  of 
sentiment  has  rolled  across  this  country  from  ocean  to  ocean,  and 
from  lakes  to  gulf,  and  that  too  many  good  men  are  carried  away 
upon  the  crest  of  this  wave ;  that  they  are  moved  by  arguments 
that  do  not  appeal  to  reason,  that  they  are  influenced,  for  the  time 
being,  by  considerations  of  sentiment.  We  have  those  in  Mil¬ 
waukee  who  are  in  no  manner  interested  in  the  manufacture  or 
sale  of  intoxicants,  but  who  possess  that  spirit  of  fair  play,  of 
Americanism,  of  patriotism,  and  that  spirit  of  personal  liberty, 
which  should  move  every  good  citizen,  and  who  do  not  hesitate  to 
raise  their  voices  in  protest  against  this  onslaught  upon  great 
interests  that  represent  large  investments  and  vested  rights. 
(Applause) . 

Instead  of  Prohibition  accomplishing  the  results  which  the 
sensationalists  and  the  fanatics  of  the  country  hope  to  achieve 
by  it,  it  has  precisely  the  opposite  effect.  I  learned  long  ago  that 
if  you  tell  the  average  American  citizen  that  he  shall  not  do  that 
Which  in  his  heart  he  believes  he  has  the  right  to  do,  it  will  be  his 
endeavor  to  go  out  and  show  you  how  almighty  quick  he  can  do  it. 
(Applause) . 

I  wish  to  say  to  you,  and  I  challenge  contradiction  of  the  fact, 
that  Milwaukee  is  a  model  city.  Our  percentage  of  crime  is  the 
lowest,  we  have  these  great,  splendid  breweries,  we  have  upwards 
of  two  thousand  licensed  saloons  that  open  their  doors  upon  the 
coming  in  of  the  new  year  and  close  them  upon  the  going  out  of  the 
old  year,  if  they  want  to.  (Applause).  And  yet  I  say  you  will 
see  fewer  drunken  men  upon  the  streets  of  the  City  of  Milwaukee 
than  upon  the  streets  of  any  other  city  in  this  broad  land.  (Ap¬ 
plause)  .  I  know  that  the  criticism  has  been  made  that  we  are  too 
liberal  in  the  administration  of  our  municipal  government,  because, 
unlike  most  of  the  other  cities  of  the  country,  we  have  no  way  of 
closing  at  night.  And  there  is  only  one  hypothesis  upon  which 
we  can  account  for  the  sobriety  that  universally  prevails  in  our 
city,  and  that  is  the  fact  that  a  man  may  have  a  drink  whenever 
he  wants  it.  The  difficulty  with  the  closing  hour  is  that  if  one 
knows  that  after  a  certain  hour  he  can  have  nothing,  before  that 
hour  he  is  liable  to  give  himself  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  and  take 
too  much.  (Laughter  and  applause). 
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I  appreciate  the  fact  that  you  gentlemen,  with  your  great 
investments  of  capital  in  a  business  that  has  been  recognized  as 
absolutely  legitimate  and  absolutely  legal,  are  now  confronted  by 
crucial  questions  and  conditions,  and  it  would  not  be  our  desire 
to  say  one  word  or  do  one  act  that  would  take  a  shingle  from  the 
roof  of  any  manufacturing  industry  in  these  United  States,  nor 
would  it  be  our  purpose  to  stand  in  the  way  of  good  order  and  good 
morals,  or  to  retard  the  onward  march  of  our  civilization  in  any 
manner.  We  know  that  in  some  sections  of  our  country,  and 
possibly  here  in  our  own  city,  while  our  people  have  been  absorbed 
by  other  considerations,  things  may  have  become  somewhat  lax, 
and  the  vigilance  which  is  always  necessary  may  not  have  been 
maintained.  The  saloon  business  is  precisely  what  the  saloon 
keeper  makes  that  business.  (Applause) .  The  saloon  business 
may  be  respectable  and  it  may  be  disreputable,  as  the  man  who 
conducts  that  business  wills.  We  have  here  in  our  city  an  organiza¬ 
tion  called  the  Retail  Liquor  Dealers’  Association,  with  a  member¬ 
ship  of  about  fifteen  hundred  of  those  engaged  in  the  liquor  traffic 
in  Milwaukee,  and  the  purpose  of  that  organization  is  to  maintain 
a  standard  of  respectability  for  all  who  are  engaged  in  the  traffic. 
The  brewers  of  our  city  are  organized  into  an  association,  and  they 
are  out  openly  and  fearlessly  insisting  that  saloons  shall  be  kept 
in  a  way  that  shall  not  reflect  discredit  or  disgrace  upon  either 
the  manufacturers  or  the  sellers  of  alcoholic  beverages. 

This  municipal  administration  stands  for  identically  the  same 
principles.  (Applause).  We  have  recently  had  a  house-cleaning, 
as  it  were.  We  pride  ourselves  upon  our  clean  streets,  we  pride 
ourselves  upon  the  beautiful  homes  of  our  people,  and  especially 
do  we  pride  ourselves  upon  the  fact  that  a  great  number  of  the 
ninety-five  thousand  operatives  employed  in  our  manufacturing 
industries,  own  their  own  beautiful  cottages  in  the  suburbs.  We 
pride  ourselves  upon  the  public  respect  for  law  and  order  always 
maintained.  We  pride  ourselves  upon  our  manufactories  that 
turn  into  the  hoppers  of  the  world  an  annual  product  approximating 
three  hundred  and  twenty-five  millions  of  dollars  in  value,  and 
we  pride  ourselves  upon  the  cleanliness  of  the  administration  of 
our  municipal  affairs.  (Applause).  Now,  when  some  of  you 
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gentlemen  from  Georgia,  or  Oklahoma,  or  Texas,  or  North  Dakota, 
or  any  other  of  these  radical-ridden  States  of  the  Union  want  to 
show  the  radicals  of  those  localities  what  good  government  means, 
what  liberty  means,  as  distinguished  from  license,  bring  them  up  to 
Milwaukee  and  we  will  give  them  an  object  lesson.  ( Prolonged 
applause).  The  difficulty  is  that  too  many  of  these  sensationalists 
who  prey  upon  invested  capital  and  who  have  no  regard  for  private 
reputation,  are  engaged  in  their  calling  simply  for  the  money  that 
is  in  it — the  difficulty  is  that  too  many  of  the  real  reformers,  who 
are  actuated  by  upright  considerations,  have  never  passed  beyond 
the  kindergarten  school  of  political  science.  Now,  we  have  all 
kinds  of  politics  in  Milwaukee,  but  the  most  contemptible  kind 
known  to  us  is  that  which  bears  a  religious  brand.  I  am  proud 
to  say  that  the  standard  of  intelligence  of  Milwaukee  is  too  high  to 
be  lowered  by  men  who  profess  one  thing  and  practice  another. 
(Applause). 

We  shall  be  very  pleased,  gentlemen,  to  make  you  acquainted 
with  our  people,  with  the  character  of  our  home  life,  with  our 
social  customs.  You  can  go  into  some  of  our  popular  resorts,  in 
the  evening  after  the  theatre,  and  you  will  find  the  best  people  in 
Milwaukee  assembled  there.  (Applause) .  I  know  how  that  practice 
would  strike  you  gentlemen  from  Massachusetts,  or  from  any  of 
the  old  New  England  States.  I  know  how  that  practice  would 
strike  you  gentlemen  from  Philadelphia.  (Laughter) . 

A  VOICE: — Ladies  go  there  just  the  same. 

MAYOR  ROSE: — I  am  glad  to  have  that  assurance.  A 
delegate  from  Philadelphia  says  they  are  liberal  there.  I  beg 
your  pardon,  sir,  but  I  am  not  acquainted  with  that  brand  of 
liberality.  (Applause) .  Now,  what  does  it  all  mean?  It  means 
our  people  are  happy.  It  means  that  our  people  are  progressive. 
It  means  that  our  people  are  prosperous.  It  means  that  property 
investments  are  safe.  It  means  that  capital  may  come  here  for 
investment  and  receive  adequate  protection,  and  pray  tell  me,  if 
you  will,  what  is  government  intended  to  accomplish  more  than 
this?  (Applause) . 

Again,  on  behalf  of  the  people  of  Milwaukee,  I  extend  to  you 
their  greeting,  their  most  cordial,  hearty  welcome.  I  know  that 
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you  are  confronted  by  grave  questions,  and  I  know  that  you  have 
the  ability  to  solve  those  questions  intelligently,  not  only  to  benefit 
the  interests  which  you  represent,  but  to  benefit  all  of  the  interests 
of  this  great  country ;  because  I  am  convinced  that  when  you  do 
those  things  that  are  calculated  to  promote  the  best  good  of  any 
great  industry,  such  as  this,  you  cannot  help  but  contribute  to  the 
benefit  of  every  industry  in  our  broad  land.  ( Cheers  and  applause) . 

MR.  BECHERER: — Gentlemen  of  the  Convention,  I  desire 
to  introduce  to  you  one  who  needs  no  introduction,  President 
Julius  Liebmann,  of  the  United  States  Brewers’  Association. 

THE  PRESIDENT: — Gentlemen,  it  is  my  privilege,  on  be¬ 
half  of  our  Association,  to  thank  his  honor,  the  Mayor,  for  the  kind¬ 
ness  he  has  had  in  coming  to  our  Convention  and  addressing  us. 
The  Mayor  has  not  contented  himself  with  the  usual  polite,  per¬ 
functory  address  of  welcome  in  the  speech  he  has  just  delivered, 
but  he  has  expressed  himself  in  such  a  manner,  with  such  courage 
and  cogency,  as  to  add  weight  and  force  to  the  subject  of  our 
deliberations,  and  for  that  I  am  sure  you  will  all  join  me  in 
thanking  him  most  heartily.  ( Prolonged  applause ) . 

It  now  becomes  my  honorable  duty,  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States  Brewers’  Association,  to  bid  you  welcome,  and  on  behalf  of 
our  Association,  to  assure  our  Milwaukee  colleagues  that  we  are 
grateful  for  their  invitation  to  meet  here.  We  brewers  naturally 
feel  at  home  in  this  city.  Milwaukee  has  earned  distinction  not 
only  by  its  institutions,  its  resources,  and  the  many  features  by 
which  civic  standards  are  set,  but  by  the  character  of  its  people 
and  the  beautiful  home  and  family  spirit  of  which  its  citizens  are 
so  justly  proud.  It  is,  however,  the  excellence  of  the  beer  brewed 
by  the  Milwaukee  brewers  which  has  spread  the  fame  of  the  city 
to  every  country  on  the  globe.  We  are  proud  of  the  success  of  our 
fellow-craftsmen,  for  whatever  duties  these  strenuous  times  bring 
forth,  our  chief  concern,  as  brewers,  is  to  make  good,  wholesome 
beer.  The  marvellous  growth  of  our  industry  and  the  gradual 
displacement  of  distilled  spirits  by  beer,  are  evidences  that  most 
brewers  perform  their  duty. 

In  the  competition  for  popular  favor,  beer  has  been  selected 
by  the  public  as  its  favorite  beverage.  And  although  the  public 
may  have  been  guided  in  making  this  selection  by  the  knowledge 


30 


that  of  all  alcoholic  beverages  beer  is  the  mildest,  averaging  only 
about  three  and  one-half  per  cent,  of  alcohol,  it  may  not  know  that 
water,  and  sterilized  water  at  that,  comprises  more  than  ninety 
per  cent,  of  all  beer,  while  the  rest  of  the  ingredients  consist  of 
nutritious  extract  contained  in  no  other  beverage;  and  further,  it  may 
be  astonished  to  learn  that  an  ample  supply  of  pure  potable  water 
is  the  first  essential  of  all  good  beer.  If  our  enemies  in  the  ranks 
of  the  Prohibitionists  would  use  some  of  their  energy  to  secure 
for  the  communities  in  which  they  live,  a  plentiful  supply  of  pure 
water,  or  if  they  would  devote  some  of  their  so-called  educational 
literature  with  which  they  flood  rural  communities,  to  enlightening 
people  on  the  danger  of  typhoid  and  other  epidemic  diseases  caused 
by  the  pollution  of  their  wells,  they  would  be  performing  some  real 
service  to  the  State.  Instead  of  taking  a  practical  interest  in  the 
water  resources  of  the  community,  in  which  preaching  and  practice 
should  be  co-related,  to  some  extent,  the  Prohibitionists  busy 
themselves  in  making  mis-statements  concerning  our  trade  and 
product. 

As  to  the  latter,  we  can  well  afford  to  ignore  the  statements  of 
people  who  know  nothing  of  the  scientific,  wholesome  methods 
of  brewing;  but  for  the  public  information,  we  might  call  attention 
to  the  Food  and  Dairy  Congress  at  St.  Louis  a  few  years  ago,  held 
for  the  purpose  of  investigating  adulteration  in  foods  and  beverages. 
Although  malt  liquors  was  a  topic  for  discussion  on  the  program, 
not  one  of  the  many  delegates  present  questioned  the  purity  of 
our  beers.  We  should  invite  the  public — as  many  of  the  brewers 
do — to  visit  our  establishments  to  inspect  our  methods  of  manu¬ 
facture.  Furthermore,  by  the  fifty-year-old  records  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  Internal  Revenue,  containing  a  list  of  all 
materials  entering  every  brew-house,  we  can  show  that  no  deleteri¬ 
ous  substances  enter  into  the  composition  of  our  beers.  {Applause) . 

Now  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  our  beer  is  so  universally  pure, 
and  that  the  leading  physiologists  are  so  thoroughly  agreed  as  to  its 
food  value,  the  brewer  finds  himself  held  up  to  obloquy  and  scorn, 
and  in  many  States  his  business  is  in  danger  of  confiscation.  What 
is  the  cause  of  this  clamor  ?  Certainly  it  is  not  due  to  the  character 
of  the  brewers  as  individuals,  nor  to  the  way  in  which  the  manu¬ 
facturing  end  of  their  business  is  conducted.  Neither  is  it  due  to 
any  extensive  total  abstinence  sentiment  nor  to  any  real  conviction 
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that  the  evils  of  intemperance  are  largely  due  to  the  consumption 
of  beer.  The  explanation  is  to  be  found  in  the  organized  attack 
against  the  saloon.  We  are  constantly  hearing  that  the  saloon  has 
abused  its  privilege,  and  that  it  is  the  source  of  all  manner  of  social 
evils;  and  because  the  brewer  finances  many  of  the  saloons,  he  is 
held  to  be  sponsor  for  their  evils.  It  is,  we  believe,  the  fact  that 
very  few  of  the  men  and  women  who  preach  Prohibition  have  any 
first-hand  knowledge  of  the  saloons.  They  do  not  enter  them, 
even  for  purposes  of  observation,  and  they  certainly  do  not  know 
that  by  far  the  large  majority  of  saloons  are  decent  and  respectable, 
and  do  not  tolerate  drunkenness  or  disorder.  It  would,  however, 
take  the  literary  value  out  of  any  story  in  which  the  saloon  figures 
if  it  were  referred  to  in  any  other  terms  than  those  of  “low 
groggery,”  “filthy  rum-shop”  or  “disreputable  joint;”  the  stories 
of  average  men  or  women,  or  of  decent  institutions,  or  of  any  of  the 
commonplace  affairs  of  life,  possess  no  dramatic  interest  and 
do  not  get  into  print.  With  all  these  reservations,  however,  we 
must  frankly  admit  that  there  are  in  most  of  our  large  cities, 
and  in  many  of  our  villages,  saloons  that  are  run  in  a  disgraceful 
fashion.  However,  conceding  the. existence  of  some  evils,  we  may 
ask  our  accusers  why  do  these  flourish  to  a  greater  extent  in  Maine, 
where  there  is  not  a  single  brewery,  or  in  many  of  the  Southern 
States  where  there  are  but  few,  or  in  other  Prohibition  sections 
where  there  are  none?  In  few  parts  of  the  country  are  conditions 
in  the  retail  trade  better  than  in  the  States  having  large  brewing 
interests.  Where,  in  those  States,  some  features  are  bad,  as,  for 
instance,  in  New  York  State — notably  in  the  case  of  the  Raines 
Law  Hotel — many  of  the  saloon  evils  must  be  attributed  to  vicious 
legislation  passed  over  the  earnest  protest  of  the  brewing  industry. 

It  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  saloon  keeper  should 
respect  the  laws,  but  the  constant  injustice  meted  out  to  him  under 
the  guise  of  laws,  is  a  force  which  tends  to  undermine  this  respect. 
For  example,  what  more  flagrant  and  dishonest  legislation  can  be 
imagined  than  in  the  New  York  law  permitting  a  new  school  or 
church  the  right  to  locate  wherever  it  pleases,  and  then  forcing 
the  man  who  has  a  saloon  or  hotel  to  close  his  place,  if  the  church 
or  school  chooses  to  locate  within  two  hundred  feet  of  his  premises? 
An  attempt  was  made  to  remedy  this  unfair  condition,  and  a  bill 
to  this  effect  was  passed  in  the  Legislature,  but  the  Governor  of 


the  State  vetoed  it  on  the  plea  that  the  saloon  cannot  be  permitted 
to  take  precedence  over  the  school  house  or  church. 

The  fact  is,  that  the  law-maker,  the  magistrate,  the  police 
authorities,  the  landlord,  the  bonding  companies,  and  the  licensing 
authorities  must  share  the  odium  which  rests  upon  the  saloon  and 
its  backers,  for  the  evils  which  have  arisen.  But  whoever  may  be 
responsible,  the  plain  fact  is  that  the  saloon  business  is  jeopardized 
by  its  black  sheep,  and  as  a  matter  of  enlightened  self-interest,  we 
must  proceed  to  find  a  remedy. 

Experience  proves  that  all  cities  have  saloons.  If  the  saloon 
is  not  legalized,  an  illegal  substitute  appears  in  the  form  of  “speak¬ 
easies,”  drug  stores  and  the  like.  As  even  the  Anti-Saloon  League 
in  its  Blue  Book  concedes  that  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquors 
cannot  well  be  reached  by  law,  and  the  most  rabid  Prohibition 
States  have  not  yet  attempted  to  legislate  against  the  use  of 
liquor,  there  must  and  will  be  agencies  to  supply  the  demand. 
Therefore  we  stand  for  open  legalized  saloons  as  against  the  hidden 
dives  or  “  speak-easies,”  for  the  decently  conducted  saloon  under 
proper  laws  and  regulations,  as  against  the  secret  drinking  which 
demoralizes  the  home;  we  stand  against  the  tricks  and  evasions, 
the  manifold  evils  of  Prohibition,  that  bring  law  into  contempt; 
and  we  believe  that  the  overwhelming  sentiment  of  the  community 
is  with  us  in  our  contentions.  Moreover,  we  maintain  that  saloons 
should  have  the  same  right  of  sale  which  is  conceded  to  hotels  and 
clubs.  The  city  saloon  is  a  necessary  social  institution  which  serves 
many  useful  purposes  besides  the  sale  of  liquor.  Properly  conducted , 
it  is  a  community  asset. 

The  abuse  of  the  saloon  is  marked  by  disorderly  and  disrepu¬ 
table  practices,  which  are  not  really  incidental  to  the  business.  We 
agree  with  all  decent  men  upon  these  points. 

1.  That  the  saloon  should  not  be  used  to  foster  the  social  evil, 
and  should  be  utterly  divorced  from  it. 

2.  That  the  saloon  should  not  be  used  for  gambling  purposes. 

3.  That  the  saloon  should  not  be  open  to  minors  and  that  the 
sale  of  intoxicants  to  children  should  be  proscribed. 

The  problem  of  the  saloon  is  one  of  regulation,  by  statutory 
authority;  of  administration  by  the  trade.  From  either  stand- 
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point,  it  is  a  complex  problem  which  cannot  be  settled  in  the  off¬ 
hand  fashion  that  seems  so  easy  to  superficial  observers.  I  should 
like  to  correct  the  general  misconception  of  the  brewers’  status  in 
relation  to  the  saloon.  One  constantly  hears  that  the  brewers  con¬ 
trol  the  saloons,  and  can  do  what  they  will  with  them.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  very  few  saloons  are  owned  by  the  brewers,  nor  do  the 
brewers,  in  any  adequate  sense,  control  the  saloons.  In  fact,  it 
seems  hardly  too  much  to  say  that  the  trouble  is  not  that  brewers 
own  saloons,  but  that  they  do  not  own  them.  If  this  were  thoroughly 
understood,  thoughtful  men  of  fair  minds  would  not  try  to  legislate 
against  the  ownership  and  operation  of  saloons  by  brewers,  as  the 
Indiana  authorities  are  now  trying  to  do. 

The  point  which  I  -\tfant  to  emphasize  in  considering  this 
question  of  saloon  administration,  is  that  saloon  reforms  cannot  be 
brought  about  by  the  brewers  individually.  But  the  brewers  as  an 
organization  can  accomplish  a  great  deal,  though  their  organized 
power  has  not  yet  been  fully  tested.  The  question  of  ways  and 
means  to  employ  this  power  should  be  discussed  objectively  in  this 
Convention.  We  shall  hear  from  some  men  who  have  been  making 
an  earnest  effort  to  root  out  the  undesirable  saloon,  and  from  their 
experience,  I  hope  that  we  shall  be  able  to  reach  some  conclusions 
as  to  the  methods  which  we  must  employ  to  accomplish  the  de¬ 
sired  results.  We  invite  the  fullest  discussion  of  the  matter. 

The  regulation  of  the  saloon  has  been  needlessly  complicated 
by  experimental  legislation,  party  politics,  police  corruption  and 
inefficiency.  Fixed  and  arbitrary  limitations,  imposed  upon  com¬ 
munities  by  the  State,  without  regard  to  local  conditions,  have 
only  increased  the  difficulty.  Where  the  State  allows  elasticity 
of  method,  the  well-governed  communities  have  worked  out  a 
satisfactory  plan  for  themselves.  Any  honest  and  fairminded 
committee  of  average  citizens  can  do  this,  by  the  exercise  of  a  little 
common  sense.  But  they  must  be  free  from  outside  interference. 
To  keep  the  saloon  out  of  politics,  it  must  first  be  taken  out  of 
politics.  And  the  best  way  to  keep  it  in  politics  is  to  provide  by 
Local  Option  Laws  or  the  constant  agitation  of  the  license  question, 
with  the  element  of  harassing  uncertainty  which  this  involves.  In 
recent  years  the  saloon  has  been  growing  to  be  less  and  less  a 
political  factor.  To-day  it  threatens  to  become  the  biggest  political 
issue  in  our  history. 

Wherever  the  Anti-Saloon  League  has  waged  its  warfare  of 
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extermination,  all  other  political  issues  have  been  dwarfed  and 
personal  rancor  and  bitterness  have  taken  the  place  of  calm  judg¬ 
ment.  Designing  politicians  play  for  the  Anti-Saloon  vote  or 
the  pro-saloon  vote  without  the  least  concern  as  to  any  principles 
involved.  The  most  casual  student  of  the  campaign  which  is  now 
being  carried  on  against  the  brewers,  saloon  keepers  and  others 
by  the  Anti-Saloon  League  and  the  various  so-called  church  or¬ 
ganizations,  is  compelled  to  admit  that  this  is  a  campaign  of  con¬ 
fiscation,  in  which  might  makes  right;  and  it  must  be  obvious  to 
everyone  that  in  trying  to  protect  ourselves  and  our  business  we 
are  justified  in  using  all  lawful  and  legitimate  means  to  defeat  the 
proposals  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League.  With  brazen  effrontery 
the  Anti-Saloon  League  proclaims  publicly  in  every  State  in  the 
Union  and.  in  the  halls  of  Congress  its  determination  to  drive  from 
political  life  every  member  of  any  State  Legislature  and  every 
member  of  Congress  who  fails  to  obey  the  demands  made  by  that 
organization.  The  Anti-Saloon  League  has  served  notice  on  each 
political  party  in  every  State  of  the  Union  that  it  holds  the  balance 
of  political  power,  and  every  member  of  the  Legislature  in  every 
one  of  the  forty-six  States  has  been  publicly  notified  that  if  he 
fails  to  vote  for  the  bills  introduced  by  the  Anti-Saloon  League,  he 
will  be  driven  from  political  life.  These  same  threats  have  been 
made  in  Congress.  They  do  not  make  this  a  moral  issue.  It  is 
henceforth  to  be  a  political  issue.  With  a  situation  of  this  character 
confronting  us  and  with  our  property  interests  involved,  with  the 
millions  and  millions  of  dollars  invested  under  the  sanction  of  the 
law,  can  anyone  expect  us  to  remain  idle,  while  this  property  is  being 
confiscated?  The  Anti-Saloon  League,  by  a  clever  confusion  of 
moral  and  political  issues  and  by  a  systematic  appeal  to  the  re¬ 
ligious  enthusiasm  of  the  churches,  has  succeeded  in  becoming 
an  undoubted  political  factor  of  great  moment.  If  the  American 
press  had  the  courage  to  expose  its  methods  and  to  oppose  its 
dictatorial  and  un-American  threats  to  leaders  and  law-makers, 
then  the  brewers  of  the  country  might  hope  to  escape  being  drawn 
into  the  political  arena.  But  if  this  is  to  be  a  fight  for  life  at  the 
polls,  then  the  sooner  we  wake  up  to  it,  the  better.  If  our  prop¬ 
erty  is  to  be  ruthlessly  confiscated  while  one-half  of  the  public 
sleeps,  then  it  behooves  us  to  wake  the  sleepers.  (Applause) . 

And  speaking  of  confiscation,  that  phase  of  legislation  in  this 
country  which  destroys  legalized  saloons  or  breweries  or  distilleries 
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without  compensation,  is  the  most  unfair  aspect  of  the  Anti-Saloon 
or  Prohibition  movement.  Although  declared  to  be  legal  by  the 
highest  court  in  the  land,  yet  Mr.  Justice  Brewer,  formerly  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Kansas,  and  now  an  honored  member  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  while  expressing  his  sympathy 
with  the  Prohibitionists,  nevertheless  declares  this  phase  of  the 
prohibition  legislation  highly  immoral. 

Speaking  of  the  Kansas  cases  some  years  ago,  he  said:  “There 
were 'four  or  five  breweries,  with  machinery  and  appliances,  valuable 
only  for  one  use,  worth  a  few  thousand  dollars,  a  mere  bagatelle 
in  comparison  with  the  wealth  of  the  State,  built  up  under  the 
sanction  of  the  law,  owned  by  citizens  whose  convictions  were 
different  from  those  of  the  majority,  and  who  believed  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  sale  of  beer  to  be  right  and  wise.  As  good  citizens, 
it  was  fitting  that  they  should  yield  to  the  judgment  of  the  majority. 
As  honest  men,  it  was  fitting  for  the  majority  not  to  destroy  with¬ 
out  compensation;  and  to  share  with  the  few  the  burden  of  that 
change  in  public  sentiment,  evidenced  by  the  constitutional  amend¬ 
ment.” 

And  he  lays  down  this  proposition  which  finds  hearty  accept¬ 
ance  in  England,  the  country  from  which  we  derive  our  laws: 
“There  is  not  only  justice,  but  wisdom  in  this  rule — that  when  a 
lawful  use  is  by  statute  made  unlawful  and  forbidden,  and  its 
value  destroyed,  the  public  shall  make  compensation  to  the  in¬ 
dividual.’  ’  (Applause) . 

Acting  on  this  principle,  the  British  Parliament  has  pro¬ 
vided  for  a  system  of  compensation  in  its  Licensing  Bill,  which 
is  based  on  the  difference  between  the  capitalized  value  of  a  licensed 
and  an  unlicensed  premises,  multiplied  by  fourteen.  It  has  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  proposed  measure  that  at  the  expiration  of  fourteen 
years  the  licenses  are  to  expire  without  any  further  compensation. 
The  present  party  in  power  is  committed  to  the  principle  of  limited 
compensation.  The  opposition  party  maintains  that  not  only 
should  there  be  compensation,  but  that  it  should  be  of  an  adequate 
nature,  and  that  the  present  proposal,  including  the  time  limit, 
is  unjust  and  confiscatory.  It  is,  therefore,  plain  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  British  public  favors  the  principle  of  equity  and 
fairness  in  the  adjustment  of  licenses.  It  affords  a  startling  con¬ 
trast  to  the  method  of  confiscation  which  characterizes  all  of  the 
local  option  and  prohibition  laws  in  the  United  States.  Foreign 
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fashions  have  great  vogue  with  us  in  many  things,  but  they  are  not 
so  popular  in  governmental  affairs.  It  is,  however,  recognized 
by  all  American  historians  that  the  principles  of  justice  in  our 
common  law  and  liberty  in  our  institutions,  are  a  heritage  which 
we  owe  to  England. 

The  discussions  in  the  British  Parliament  over  the  Licensing 
Bill  are  particularly  illuminating.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex¬ 
chequer,  Mr.  Asquith,  stated  in  his  speech  of  February  27th,  when 
the  Bill  was  introduced,  that  “there  has  grown  up  a  claim  for 
equitable  consideration  which  cannot  be  ignored.”  When  he  moved 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
licenses  were  extinguished  without  compensation  in  the  United 
States  and  in  some  of  the  British  colonies,  and  that  legally  such 
an  enactment  would  not  be  wrong.  But  he  added,  “We  think, 
and  rightly  in  my  opinion,  that  not  only  policy  but  equity  demands 
the  fair  recognition  of  the  expectations  upon  which  this  industry 
has  so  long  been  conducted.” 

It  is  claimed  that  religious  training  helps  to  make  people 
moral.  If  we  concede  the  truth  of  this  claim,  it  becomes  difficult 
to  understand  the  course  of  reasoning  of  the  Superintendents  of 
the  Anti-Saloon  League,  clergymen  most  of  them,  who  until  they 
gave  up  their  ministry  to  join  this  political  organization,  were 
engaged  to  teach  religion  to  their  parishioners  and  instil  in  them 
the  principles  of  morality  and  honesty.  How  can  they  advocate  a 
policy  of  confiscation,  pronounced  by  Chief  Justice  Brewer  to  be 
both  dishonest  and  immoral?  Fortunately  for  us,  the  real  leaders 
and  moulders  of  public  opinion,  both  clergy  and  laymen,  are  them¬ 
selves  beginning  to  view  with  increasing  alarm,  the  dangers  of  a 
movement  which  has  already  assumed  the  character  of  a  wild 
craze,  and  in  many  quarters  we  perceive  encouraging  evidences 
of  a  re-awakening  of  that  fairness,  sanity,  and  hard  common  sense 
from  which  relief  from  intolerable  conditions  must  come  to  us. 
Both  the  liberal  and  conservative  people  of  our  country  are  awaken¬ 
ing  to  a  realization  of  the  fact  that  the  lessons  of  history  cannot 
be  ignored  with  impunity;  that  prohibitory  laws,  which  in  the 
past,  after  an  exhaustive  test  and  trial,  were  found  to  be  worse 
than  ineffective  in  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut, 
New  Hampshire,  Vermont  and  other  States,  and  had  to  be  expunged 
from  the  statute  books  because  they  led  to  evils  far  greater  and 
more  destructive  than  those  they  were  designed  to  remedy — 
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cannot  prove  other  than  fruitful  of  evil  in  our  time.  It  is  our  duty 
to  hasten  universal  enlightenment  on  these  points  and  to  spread  the 
conviction  that  our  industry  stands  for  temperance  in  the  best 
sense  of  the  word  and  will  neither  countenance  nor  tolerate  any¬ 
thing  that  is  not  thoroughly  in  accord  with  the  moral  and“-physical 
welfare  of  the  people.  ( Applause ) . 

MR.  BRAND: — I  move  that  a  Committee  on  Resolutions 
be  appointed  by  the  Chair,  to  take  up  the  matters  referred  to  in  the 
President’s  speech. 

MR.  H.  B.  SCHARMANN : — Mr.  President,  I  have  been  im¬ 
pressed  by  the  remarks  made  by  the  Mayor  in  his  address,  with 
reference  to  personal  liberty,  etc.  I  will  not  ask  the  President 
whether  an  attempt  has  ever  been  made  to  place  an  object  lesson 
before  the  different  State  Legislatures,  with  respect  to  the  con¬ 
fiscation  of  property  of  brewers  without  compensation.  I  do  not 
recall  in  my  experience  that  such  an  attempt  has  ever  been  made, 
and  I  now  suggest — -I  do  not  make  it  as  a  motion— that  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Committee  take  up  that  question  in  its  deliberations,  and  see 
whether  we  cannot  in  some  State  lay  such  an  object  lesson  before 
the  Legislature,  and  ask  them,  if  they  do  pass  a  law  confiscating 
property,  to  pay  for  what  they  steal  from  the  people.  (Applause) . 

THE  PRESIDENT: — -The  suggestion  of  Mr.  Scharmann  will 
certainly  be  taken  up  by  the  Board  of  Trustees.  The  question 
before  the  house  is  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Brand  that  a  Committee 
on  Resolutions  be  appointed. 

The  motion  was  carried. 

THE  PRESIDENT : — The  Chair  will  appoint  as  a  Committee 
on  Resolutions,  Messrs.  Rudolf  Brand,  Jacob  Ruppert,  Jr.,  Fred 
Gottlieb,  Gustave  Pabst  and  Henry  Nicholaus. 

I  would  like  to  say  a  word  before  we  proceed  with  the  regular 
order  of  business.  Many  of  you  have  noticed  the  absence  of  Mr. 
Gallus  Thomann.  I  regret  to  have  to  inform  you  that  Mr.  Tho- 
mann  is  far  from  well,  and  that  he  has  not  yet  been  able  to  enjoy 
the  leisure  that  he  was  looking  forward  to,  after  having  performed 
long  and  faithful  service  in  our  Association.  I  hope  that  I  may 
be  able  to  give  you  better  news  of  him  at  the  next  convention. 
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In  the  long  history  of  our  Association,  we  have  had  but  three 
names  as  secretaries.  To  the  work  of  the  first  secretary,  John 
N.  Katzenmayer,  we  may  credit  the  formation  of  the  Association 
and  the  successful  handling  of  the  problems  that  presented  them¬ 
selves  many  years  ago.  Not  less  meritorious  was  the  record  and 
service  of  his  son,  Richard  Katzenmayer,  the  second  secretary. 
To  Mr.  Thomann  we  are  indebted  for  the  invaluable  mass  of  litera¬ 
ture,  statistics  and  tracts,  so  useful  to  us  in  these  days  of  publicity. 
Now  we  need  a  man  to  help  us  guide  our  forces  on  altogether  new 
lines,  and  we  are  particularly  fortunate  in  having  Mr.  Hugh  F. 
Fox  with  us,  whom  I  now  have  the  honor  to  introduce  to  you  as 
Secretary  of  this  Association,  although  I  take  it  that  most  of  you 
need  no  introduction  to  him.  I  only  want  to  say  one  word:  In 
the  short  time  that  he  has  been  with  us  he  has  shown  himself  to 
be  a  worker,  and  I  want  to  assure  you  he  is  on  the  job. 

THE  SECRETARY: — -Members  of  the  Convention  and  friends, 
this  warm  welcome  which  you  have  given  me  is  a  great  encourage¬ 
ment  in  the  work,  and  I  have  no  doubt  will  be  a  great  stimulus  to 
me.  The  time  has  not  come  for  the  new  Secretary  to  do  much 
talking.  When  he  has  been  in  harness  long  enough  to  be  able  to 
point,  with  your  cooperation,  to  results  which  have  been  achieved, 
it  will  be  time  enough  for  him  to  say  something.  All  that  I  will 
say  now  is  this:  That  I  have  undertaken  the  duties  of  this  office 
with  the  strong  conviction  that  the  members  of  this  industry  are 
abreast  of  public  sentiment  in  regard  to  the  cleaning  up  of  the 
industry  itself,  and  I  feel  sure  that  the  officers  and  trustees 
are  going  to  have  the  practical  and  earnest  cooperation  of  the  men  in 
the  industry  at  large,  in  such  reforms  as  may  be  necessary.  I 
believe  that  the  members  of  the  brewing  trade  have  come  to  this 
Convention  with  the  grim  determination  to  inaugurate  a  thorough 
reform  of  the  retail  business,  at  whatever  personal  cost,  to  join  with 
the  authorities,  and,  if  necessary,  to  force  the  hands  of  the  au¬ 
thorities  in  making  the  retail  branch  of  the  industry  a  decent, 
respectable,  orderly  and  proper  business  institution.  I  thank 
you,  gentlemen.  {Applause) . 

THE  PRESIDENT: — Gentlemen,  as  usual  we  have  with  us 
the  representative  of  the  Brewmasters’  Association,  and  I  now 
introduce  to  you,  Mr.  Schmidt,  of  Chicago,  the  Vice-President  of 
that  Association.  {Applause) . 
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MR.  SCHMIDT: — It  is  with  great  pleasure  that  I  stand 
before  you  as  the  representative  of  the  United  States  Brewmasters’ 
Association,  commissioned  to  extend  to  you  the  salutations  of 
that  organization. 

The  relations  that  always  have  existed  between  the  brewers 
and  ourselves  are  a  source  of  great  satisfaction  to  us  and  I  trust 
nothing  will  ever  occur  to  change  them.  I  need  not  say  how  very 
much  concerned  we  are  over  the  present  situation, where  we  see  a 
horde  of  fanatics  striving  to  destroy  a  business  as  old  and  respect¬ 
able  as  the  brewing  trade. 

Allow  me,  gentlemen,  to  express  the  hope  that  your  delibera¬ 
tions  will  contribute  to  finding  ways  and  means  to  bring  the  people 
who  have  been  misled  by  the  Prohibitionists,  to  reason,  so  that  the 
present  agitation  may  be  brought  to  an  end. 

As  to  the  standing  of  our  own  Association,  I  may  say  that  the 
same  is  satisfactory,  the  membership  constantly  increasing,  and 
the  scope  of  our  work  enlarged. 

And,  now,  gentlemen,  you  will  permit  me  to  touch  on  a  few 
points  which  Mr.  Wagner  brought  before  you  at  the  last  conven¬ 
tion.  One  of  these  is  the  apprentice  question.  It  is  a  well  known 
fact  that  for  years  there  has  been  a  scarcity  of  skilled  brewery 
workmen.  This  hampers  the  brewmasters  a  good  deal,  but  you, 
gentlemen,  have  to  pay  for  it  in  more  than  one  way,  as  you  are 
well  aware. 

The  remedy  which  the  Brewmasters’  Association  proposes 
is,  that  when  making  new  contracts  with  the  unions,  the  members 
of  your  Association  should  insist  on  a  greater  number  of  apprentices. 
I  think  the  feasibility  of  this  need  not  be  demonstrated. 

The  other  point  is  the  filling  of  vacancies  in  brewmasters’ 
positions.  Our  Association  is  well  able  to  furnish,  on  request,  a 
list  of  highly  competent  men  from  which  to  make  a  selection.  By 
making  use  of  this  list,  you  will  procure  a  brewmaster  who  is  under 
no  obligation  to  anybody  but  his  employer. 

Finally,  allow  me  to  assure  you  that  we  are  ever  ready  to  act 
on  your  suggestions  and  to  cooperate  with  you. 

THE  PRESIDENT: — Next  in  the  regular  order  of  business  is 
the  reading  of  the  report  of  the  Board  of  Trustees.  I  will  ask  the 
Secretary  to  read  the  important  portions  of  that  report. 
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Thereupon  the  Secretary  read  a  synopsis  of  the  report,  the  full 
text  of  which  is  as  follows: 

REPORT  OF  THE  BOARD  OF  TRUSTEES. 

To  the  Members  of  the  United  States  Brewers'  Association. 

Gentlemen: — The  special  activities  of  this  Association  on  behalf  of 
its  members  during  the  past  year  are  set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  several 
committees.  The  Organization  Committee  has  been  most  active  and 
vigorous  and  has  taken  an  aggressive  stand  in  organizing  our  friends  and 
allies  in  nearly  all  of  the  brewing  centers.  It  marks  a  new  era  in  the  history 
of  the  beer  business.  The  allied  trades  have  not  taken  up  this  work  in 
the  spirit  of  mere  defense.  Their  action  indicates  their  conviction  that  the 
industry  to  which  they  are  so  closely  related  is  honest  and  legitimate,  and 
that  there  is  no  reason  whatever  for  adopting  an  apologetic  attitude  in  regard 
to  it.  Their  attitude  has  won  the  support  of  many  of  the  leading  men  in 
the  commercial  world  and  in  professional  life.  Thoughtful  men  in  the  ranks 
of  preachers  and  writers  are  convinced  that  sumptuary  legislation  is  most 
mischievous,  and  they  are  becoming  more  and  more  disgusted  with  the 
intemperate  language  and  misleading  statements  of  professional  Prohibition¬ 
ists.  It  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  the  work  of  the  Organization  Committee 
has  put  new  life  into  the  Association  and  fresh  courage  into  the  members 
of  the  whole  brewing  industry. 

Labor  Committee. — The  Labor  Committee  has  devoted  itself  with 
its  usual  thoughtful  care  and  zeal  to  the  interests  of  this  Association.  The 
Chairman  of  this  Committee  is  recognized  among  labor  men  throughout 
the  United  States  as  their  stanch  friend  in  principle  and  in  practice.  He 
has  been  a  student  of  labor  problems  and  his  knowledge  and  experience 
are  recognized  by  the  National  Civic  Federation  in  all  matters  relating  to 
labor.  The  report  of  the  Labor  Committee,  with  its  careful  analysis  of 
labor  contracts  in  all  of  the  different  States,  marks  an  epoch  in  the  annals 
of  labor. 

Vigilance  Committee. — The  report  of  the  Vigilance  Committee 
presents  a  bird’s- eye- view  of  the  legislative  happenings  in  connection  with 
our  industry,  during  the  past  year.  It  has  been  a  year  of  unusual  activity, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Anti-Saloon  League  and  the  Prohibition  party 
have  become  active  participants  in  politics,  and  have  done  their  utmost 
to  make  the  Prohibition  question  a  political  issue  at  every  election.  The 
laws  prohibiting  personal  interference  with  voters  at  the  polls,  have  been 
broken  again  and  again  by  our  opponents;  men  have  been  bullied  and 
buttonholed  at  the  very  threshold  of  the  polls  by  women  of  the  emotional 
type,  who  have  been  led  to  believe  that  they  have  a  holy  mission  to  perform 
in  intimidating  voters.  It  has  been  said  that  only  two  per  cent,  of  the 
people  think,  that  ninety  per  cent,  of  them  act  through  their  feelings.  The 
Anti-Saloon  League  has  exploited  the  emotions  of  men;  the  professional 
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agents  of  the  League  appeal  to  the  passions  and  prejudices  of  the  people 
and  inspire  them  with  blind  and  intolerant  hatred,  which,  translated  into 
action,  leads  to  anarchy  and  riot.  In  many  cases  the  people  have  voted  in 
haste,  to  repent  quickly  at  leisure,  and  already  efforts  are  being  made  in  a 
number  of  States  to  secure  amendments  to  the  law,  or  a  repeal  of  sumptuary 
legislation,  now  that  there  has  been  time  for  sober  second  thought. 

Publication  Committee. — The  report  of  the  Publication  Committee 
speaks  for  itself.  It  represents  a  new  departure  in  the  work  and  history 
of  this  Association.  During  the  forty-eight  years  of  its  history,  the  Associa¬ 
tion  has  made  notable  contributions  to  the  literature  of  the  liquor  problem. 
The  convention  proceedings  themselves  are  a  mine  of  information  on  the 
various  aspects  of  this  subject.  In  fact,  Mr.  Gallus  Thomann’s  writings 
have  only  been  thoroughly  appreciated,  now  that  we  have  had  occasion  to 
use  them  so  objectively.  Much  of  the  material  in  these  documents  has 
been  recast  during  the  past  few  months  into  convenient  form  for  the  use  of 
our  members  and  friends.  The  Committee  proposes  to  consider  the  liquor 
question,  and  particularly  the  brewing  interests,  from  every  standpoint, 
and  will  have  articles  prepared  by  men  of  authority,  whose  training  and 
experience  will  give  distinction  to  what  they  say.  The  Committee  invites 
suggestions  and  criticism  from  members  of  the  Association,  with  regard  to 
each  and  all  of  its  publications. 

Advisory  Committee. — The  report  of  the  Advisory  Committee  sets 
forth  an  account  of  the  important  hearing  before  the  Federal  Standards 
Committee  in  relation  to  standards  and  definitions  for  beer.  It  will  be 
remembered  that  our  industry  was  the  first,  and  practically  the  only  in¬ 
dustry,  to  urge  the  passage  of  the  Federal  Pure  Food  Bill,  and  to  support 
it  in  its  legislative  stages.  Your  Committee  believes  that  the  brewers 
should  lose  no  opportunity  to  win  the  public  confidence  in  the  purity  and 
wholesomeness  of  the  beverage  which  they  brew.  The  Committee  has  had 
the  assistance  of  the  brewing  chemists  in  its  labors,  who  have  given  their 
services  con  amore. 

Federal  Relations  Committee. — The  work  done  by  the  Committee 
on  Federal  Relations  is  set  forth  in  the  report  on  Congressional  Legislation. 
As  might  have  been  expected,  many  of  the  members  of  Congress  have 
sought  to  make  political  capital  out  of  the  temperance  movement  by  in¬ 
troducing  drastic,  and  in  many  cases  unfair,  measures  of  attack  upon  the 
brewing  industry,  so  as  to  align  themselves  with  the  manufactured 
sentiment  of  people  in  their  home  communities.  The  Anti-Saloon  League 
has  organized  a  chain-letter  system,  by  which  it  is  enabled  to  secure  letters 
from  hundreds  of  people,  at  a  day’s  notice,  at  almost  any  point.  Sometimes 
these  letters  are  sent  to  legislators,  and  at  other  times  they  are  turned  loose 
upon  the  press.  The  cumulative  effect  of  these  letters  is  supposed  to  in¬ 
dicate  to  the  press  and  the  Legislature  that  there  is  a  great  and  overwhelming 
public  sentiment  for  sumptuary  laws.  The  man  who  dares,  with  the  courage 
of  his  convictions,  to  vote  against  them,  is  abused  and  threatened  and  held 
up  to  public  infamy.  The  Anti-Saloon  League  has  made  a  desperate  effort 
to  make  the  Prohibition  question  a  national  issue  in  the  presidential  cam- 
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paign.  The  spirit  of  fanaticism  has  bred  anarchy  of  thought,  which  has 
led  to  attempts  to  over-ride  the  constitution  and  cast  contempt  upon  the 
courts. 

Finance  Committee. — The  Finance  Committee  has  performed  its 
arduous  duties  with  unremitting  zeal.  Under  the  direction  of  this  Com¬ 
mittee,  an  effort  is  now  being  made  to  increase  our  membership  and  to 
secure  the  prompt  payment  of  dues.  The  work  of  investigation,  and  the 
printing  and  distribution  of  our  literature,  with  the  increased  activity  of 
all  of  the  departments  of  this  Association,  have  involved  a  large  expenditure 
of  money.  W e  have  not,  however,  expended  one-tenth  of  the  amount  that  has 
been  used  by  our  opponents,  and  when  it  is  remembered  that  they  have 
been  able  to  get  a  hearing  in  a  large  number  of  churches,  which  have  been 
used  for  the  purpose  of  securing  collections,  as  well  as  for  the  promulgation 
of  their  doctrine,  and  that  these  church  meetings  have  furnished  occasions 
of  news  value  for  the  press,  we  can  readily  understand  how  easy  it  has  been 
for  them  to  keep  before  the  public.  The  more  sensational  a  man  becomes 
in  his  public  utterances,  the  more  likely  he  is  to  get  quoted  in  the  news¬ 
papers. 

The  dues  of  this  Association  are  very  small,  and  all  of  the  money  which 
is  thus  contributed  by  the  members  of  the  United  States  Brewers’  Associa¬ 
tion  is  effective.  It  is  expended  with  great  care  and  thought  and  every 
penny  of  it  is  used  legitimately.  We  have  no  large  individual  subscribers, 
such  as  the  millionaires  who  are  said  to  be  contributing  to  the  Anti-Saloon 
League  fund.  If  it  is  necessary  to  call  upon  our  members  for  a  larger  measure 
of  support,  it  is  hoped  that  the  work  which  is  being  done,  will  appeal  to  them 
so  strongly  that  they  will  come  forward  willingly  for  the  good  of  the  cause. 
We  believe  that  our  work  during  the  next  year  will  prove  of  the  greatest 
service.  This  is  what  is  called  the  psychological  moment.  The  reaction 
against  fanaticism  is  already  beginning  to  set  in  and  our  opponents  have 
been  forced  to  recognize  it  publicly.  The  National  Superintendent  of  the 
Anti-Saloon  League  has  recently  tried  to  account  for  it  by  declaring  that 
two  of  our  large  brewers  have  each  subscribed  a  million  dollars  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  influencing  or  silencing  the  press.  It  is  a  gross  libel  both  upon  the 
press  and  upon  the  brewers,  but  the  story  is  so  absurd  on  its  face  that  it 
has  been  given  no  credence,  except  by  the  members  of  the  Anti-Saloon 
League. 

Prohibition  Fallacies. — The  purpose  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League 
is  avowedly  the  total  abolition  of  the  saloon,  together  with  absolute  pro¬ 
hibition  of  the  manufacture,  sale,  or  distribution  of  any  beverage  which 
contains  alcohol.  By  this  proscriptive  method,  the  agents  of  the  League 
would  have  us  believe  that  the  taste  and  therefore  the  demand  for  such 
beverages  will  ultimately  cease. 

The  advocates  of  Prohibition  have  been  forced  by  the  logic  of  facts  to 
admit  that  Prohibition  does  not  prohibit.  But  they  say,  neither  do  the 
criminal  laws  prohibit  crime.  Thieving  is  called  a  “fine  art,”  the  enter¬ 
prising  burglar  still  burgles,  the  pickpocket  is  still  working  overtime.  But 
the  act  of  theft  is  a  crime;  the  act  of  drinking  alcoholic  beverages  is 
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not  a  crime!  We  don’t  forbid  a  man  his  household  luxuries,  because  of 
the  temptation  which  they  offer  to  burglars;  we  punish  the  burglar!  More¬ 
over,  all  effective  laws  depend  for  their  enforcement  upon  the  will  of  the 
community.  A  law  which  governs  our  personal  habits  can  only  be  sustained 
by  overwhelming  public  sentiment.  The  policeman  is  the  servant  of  the 
people ;  not  their  forbidding  autocrat !  There  are  probably  not  ten  men  in  a 
million  who  would  condone  burglary,  but  there  are  thousands  of  men  who 
perjure  themselves  to  buy  a  drug  store  drink  every  month,  in  our  Prohibition 
towns.  Prohibition  legislation  puts  a  premium  upon  law-breaking,  and 
corrupts  the  whole  machinery  of  government. 

Almost  every  function  of  life  can  be  made  a  vice,  if  it  is  improperly 
used.  Bigamy  is  a  vice;  shall  we  therefore  forbid  marriage?  No  man 
can  be  a  bigamist,  who  has  not  been  married  at  least  once.  Extortion 
is  a  crime;  shall  we  therefore  stop  banking?  Gluttony  is  a  vice;  shall  we 
stop  eating?  Typhoid  is  a  dire  disease;  must  we  stop  drinking  water?  Milk 
is  frequently  injurious;  shall  we  kill  our  cows?  There  is  a  limit  even  to  the 
most  benevolent  paternalism.  We  all  have  to  fight  for  our  lives;  we  must, 
each  of  us,  work  out  our  own  salvation,  and  there  are  literally  millions  of 
people  who  indulge  habitually  but  temperately  in  alcoholic  beverages,  without 
injury  to  their  physical  or  moral  welfare.  No  doubt  there  is  much  to  be 
learnt  by  studying  the  mechanism  which  keeps  men  straight.  The  pathol¬ 
ogist,  the  physiologist  and  the  psychologist  can  all  bear  testimony  on  this 
score.  Professor  Hugo  Munsterberg  raises  some  interesting  questions  in 
his  essay  on  “The  Prevention  of  Crime”  in  the  April  issue  of  McClure's 
Magazine.  He  says: 

“How  does  alcohol  work  in  different  climates,  at  different  seasons,  at 
different  hours  of  the  day,  in  work  and  in  fatigue,  in  different  states  of  health, 
with  food  and  without,  for  different  ages,  different  sexes,  different  races? 
And  how  is  the  effect  of  pure  alcohol  related  to  that  of  the  various  beverages, 
to  whiskey  and  beer  and  wine?  Only  if  we  can  differentiate  the  mental 
influences  through  such  experimental  tests  can  we  secure  a  rational  pro¬ 
tection  against  one  of  the  most  persistent  sources  of  social  evils. 

“With  the  same  methods  we  might  study  tobacco  and  coffee  and  tea, 
bromides  and  morphine,  but  also  the  effects  of  physical  or  mental  over¬ 
strain,  of  bad  air  and  bad  light,-  of  irrational  nourishment  and  insufficient 
sleep,  of  exhausting  sports  and  emotional  exertions,  and  a  hundred  other 
factors  which  .enter  into  the  daily  life  of  the  masses.  On  such  an  experi¬ 
mental  basis  only  can  ive  hope  for  regulation  and  improvement.  A  sweep¬ 
ing  proscription,  of  course,  might  be  reached  without  laboratory  studies; 
simply  to  forbid  everything  is  easy;  but  such  radicalism  is  practically  im¬ 
possible  as  far  as  the  influence  of  fatigue  or  poverty  is  concerned,  and  per¬ 
haps  possible,  but  unwise,  as  far  as  the  stimulants  are  in  question.  The 
psychological  experiment  must  show  the  middle  way  which  shall  close  the 
fountains  of  evil  and  yet  keep  open  the  sources  of  good. 

“Mere  abstinence  from  stimulants,  indeed,  is  no  real  solution  of  the 
problem;  it  is  just  the  psychologist  who  knows  too  well  the  evil  effects  of 
monotony  and  emptiness — who  understands  that  the  craving  for  stimulants 
and  artificial  excitement  belongs  to  the  deepest  conditions  of  physiological 
existence,  and  that  the  complete  suppression  of  it  leads  to  mental  explosions 
which  bring  man  again  to  disastrous  impulses  and  crime.  The  laboratory 
experiment  can  demonstrate,  in  turn,  how  the  psychological  conditions  are 
changed  when  such  a  dreary  state  of  waiting  and  monotony  lays  hold  on  the 
mind,  how  certain  mental  functions  are  starving  and  others  dangerously 
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overwrought,  A  state  of  dullness  and  expectant  attention  is  created  in 
which  the  longing  for  contrast  may  intensify  the  desires  to  a  point  where 
the  reaction  is  more  vehement  than  under  any  stimulant.  That  is  the  state 
which,  projected  into  the  masses,  may  lead  to  gambling  and  perversity,  and 
on  to  irrational  crimes  which,  through  the  mere  excitement  of  the  imagination, 
overcome  the  emptiness  of  an  unstimulated  life.” 

Bishop  Lines  on  Temperance  Legislation. — “Legislation  which  is 
unfair,  which  cannot  be  enforced,  or  which  is  sure  to  produce  reaction,  is 
unwise.  It  is  not  strange  that  people  who  have  suffered  in  one  or  another  way 
from  the  abuse  of  strong  drink,  or  have  seen  its  ill  effects,  should  feel  strongly 
and  be  ready  to  do  that  which  promises  restriction  of  abuse.  But  men 
are  needed  who  are  at  once  temperate  in  speech,  thoughtful,  wise  and  right- 
minded,  to  guide  public  opinion  and  to  influence  legislation.  Temperance, 
like  religion,  has  a  great  deal  to  fear  from  its  friends.” 

These  words  are  the  deliberate  utterance  of  Bishop  Edwin  S.  Lines, 
in  a  Lenten  letter  to  the  clergy  of  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church  of  the 
Newark,  N.  J.  diocese.  There  is  no  question  before  the  American  people 
today,  which  is  more  widely  discussed  than  the  liquor  question.  Men  of 
clear  vision  and  intelligence,  whose  experience  has  taught  them  to  be  worldly 
wise,  are  in  common  agreement  upon  these  points: 

1 .  That  the  temperate  use  of  alcoholic  liquors  is  so  widely  spread  as 
to  be  a  national  custom. 

2.  That  this  generation  of  men  and  women  is  more  temperate  than 
any  preceding  generation  in  our  history. 

3.  That  the  abuse  of  such  liquors,  while  comparatively  small,  is  never¬ 
theless  a  grave,  and  to  some  extent,  an  unnecessary  evil. 

4.  That  practical  remedies  are  to  be  found  in  regulation,  education, 
moral  suasion,  and  in  raising  the  standard  of  living. 

5.  That  the  standard  of  living  can  best  be  raised  by  improving  housing 
conditions,  by  liberal  expenditures  for  public  health,  industrial  training, 
and  recreation  centers,  and  by  reducing  the  hours  of  work  and  increasing 
the  scale  of  wages  of  the  unskilled  laboring  class. 

Inebriety. — The  failure  of  Prohibition  whether  in  city,  county,  or 
State,  is  conceded  by  all  impartial  students  of  Government.  The  character, 
and  kind,  and  places  of  drink  are  changed  by  Prohibition,  but  none  of  the 
schemes  which  attempt  to  suppress  or  ignore  the  Saloon,  have  checked 
the  evil  of  inebriety.  They  have  simply  driven  drinking  into  secret  channels 
where  it  is  not  under  social  control. 

The  time  is  ripe  for  a  thoroughly  scientific  study  of  Inebriety  and  the 
adoption  of  a  definite  and  comprehensive  plan  of  dealing  with  it.  The 
jail-method  has  proved  a  hopeless  failure.  The  medical  authorities  are 
agreed  that  drunkenness  is  frequently  a  disease.  There  is  sound  sense 
in  sending  a  drunkard  to  a  custodial  institution,  if  the  institution  provides 
facilities  for  competent  observation  and  physical  treatment,  with  special 
work,  proper  diet  and  personal  consideration.  But  the  benefit  of  such  a 
system  will  only  be  secured  by  an  indeterminate  sentence,  according  to 
which  the  convict  will  be  confined  until  it  seems  safe  to  release  him.  Even 
then  it  will  probably  be  best  to  send  him  out  on  parole,  with  the  understanding 
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that  he  can  be  rearrested  and  sent  back  to  the  institution  if  he  returns  to 
his  old  habits. 

The  tally  of  the  arrests  for  drunkenness  is  most  misleading;  often  the 
same  individual  goes  in  and  out  of  the  lockup  a  dozen  times  a  year,  and 
each  time  he  is  counted  as  a  separate  unit.  To  send  such  a  man  to  jail  is 
worse  than  useless.  Our  county  jails  are  universally  condemned  as  simply 
schools  of  crime,  and  to  send  a  poor  drunkard  to  jail  is  to  lower  his  moral 
tone  and  decrease  his  power  of  resistance  to  temptation. 

These  questions  are  hardly  ever  considered  or  discussed  by  the  Anti- 
Saloon  League,  and  the  League  has  done  absolutely  nothing  to  further  the 
movement  for  the  study  and  treatment  of  inebriety.  Indeed  their  agents 
have  actually  hindered  it  by  their  exaggerated  statements  as  to  the  extent 
of  the  evil,  for  their  misleading  figures  magnify  the  problem  to  such  stagger¬ 
ing  proportions  as  to  make  the  cost  of  the  proposed  remedies  prohibitive. 

The  crux  of  the  whole  question  is  really  this:  Can  the  common  use  of 
intoxicants  be  prevented  by  abolishing  their  lawful  sale?  If  not,  the  practi¬ 
cal  thing  to  do  is  to  improve  the  system  of  regulating  the  places  where  they 
are  sold,  and  to  encourage  the  sale  of  those  beverages  which  have  the  smallest 
amount  of  alcohol,  while  at  the  same  time  the  work  of  popular  education  is 
continued  along  the  lines  of  self-restraint  and  moderation  in  all  things. 

Control  the  Remedy. — -Control,  and  not  elimination,  is  the  key  to  the 
solution  of  the  saloon  problem.  In  all  thickly  settled  communities,  the 
saloon  is  a  necessary  social  institution.  You  cannot  have  a  city  without 
saloons.  They  may  not  be  officially  recognized  and  licensed,  but  they  are 
there  just  the  same.  There  are,  however,  good  and  bad  saloons;  saloons 
that  serve  the  reasonable  convenience  of  the  people  in  decent  and  orderly 
fashion,  and  saloons  that  are  centers  of  social  disorder.  There  is  nothing 
inherent  in  the  saloon  which  need  or  should  make  it  disorderly  or  disrepu¬ 
table.  The  average  saloon  is  conducted  in  as  decent  and  business-like  a 
fashion  as  a  grocery  store.  In  such  places  a  disorderly  person  is  a  nuisance 
and  is  not  tolerated.  Unfortunately,  there  are  in  most  of  our  large  cities, 
saloons  that  pander  to  vice,  and  some  that  are  closely  allied  to  criminals, 
if  not  to  actual  crime.  These — though  comparatively  few  in  number — are 
easily  magnified  into  the  “saloon  problem.” 

The  best  working  solution  for  the  social  control  of  the  sale  of  liquor 
that  has  yet  been  devised,  is  the  licensing  system.  To  be  successful,  how¬ 
ever,  the  license  must  be  so  conditioned  that  it  insures  stability  in  the  business, 
and  compels  the  licensee  to  regard  obedience  to  law  and  order  as  essential 
to  the  continuance  of  his  franchise.  A  permanent,  consistent  and  stable 
public  policy,  which  deals  justly  and  fairly  with  the  saloon  keeper,  raises 
the  character  of  the  business,  and  attracts  to  it  men  of  responsibility.  The 
uncertainty  which  is  caused  by  constant  legislative  tinkering,  is  demoralizing 
to  any  business,  and  reacts  upon  the  men  who  are  engaged  in  it.  After  all, 
the  moral  equipment  of  the  individual  is  the  best  method  of  safeguarding 
both  the  men  who  freqeuent  the  saloon  and  those  who  manage  it. 

A  curious  example  of  human  inconsistency  is  furnished  by  a  Methodist 
minister  who  is  the  president  of  the  New  Jersey  Anti-Saloon  League.  Unlike 
the  majority  of  his  professional  brethren,  he  advocates  the  relaxation  of 
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the  dogma  of  his  church  which  forbids  innocent  amusements — such  as 
dancing,  cards,  and  circuses.  In  support  of  his  position,  he  declared  on 
the  eve  of  the  convention,  that  it  was  “better  to  have  no  rule  at  all  than  to 
have  a  rule  which  was  not  observed !  ”  And  yet,  the  same  speaker  admitted 
at  a  legislative  hearing  a  short  time  ago,  that  the  aim  of  the  Anti-Saloon 
League  was  Prohibition!  Could  there  be  a  more  apt  illustration  of  a  “rule 
that  is  not  observed”  than  this? 

Religion  and  Politics. — It  is  well  known  that  the  Anti-Saloon 
League  draws  the  bulk  of  its  moral  and  material  support  from  the  Methodist 
Episcopal  denomination.  Hence  it  is  not  greatly  surprising  that  at  the 
recent  general  conference  of  this  Church  in  Baltimore,  resolutions  declaring 
against  any  Presidential  candidate  “ who  is  not  himself  a  total  abstainer  and 
who  is  not  in  harmony  with  the  abolition  of  the  liquor  traffic,”  should  have  been 
adopted  and  referred  to  a  committee  for  a  final  report. 

Noting  this  extraordinary  action,  the  New  York  Commercial,  a  highly 
conservative  journal,  expresses  the  opinion  that  the  resolutions  referred  to 
“might  easily  prove  a  two-edged  sword  for  the  cause  of  Methodism  in  the 
United  States.”  It  goes  on  to  say:  “There  are  good  Methodists  in  plenty 
who  do  not  deem  it  advisable  to  make  teetotalism  and  advocacy  of  Pro¬ 
hibition  a  prerequisite  to  the  Presidency  of  the  United  States;  there  are 
many  myriads  of  young  men  and  young  women  approaching  the  age  when 
they  naturally  seek  church  affiliations  who  would  be  antagonized  by  the  pro¬ 
mulgation  of  such  a  denominational  policy;  and  probably  not  one  in  a  hundred 
Methodist  voters  would  be  influenced  by  this  pronounced  stand  of  his  church, 
one  way  or  the  other — Republican  churchmen  would  vote  their  own  party 
ticket,  as  usual,  and  Democratic  churchmen  would  remain  loyal  to  their 
party  candidates.” 

Furthermore,  the  Commercial  sagaciously  observes  that  there  are 
numerous  total  abstainers  who  are  unalterably  opposed  to  Prohibition, 
believing  that  the  liquor  traffic  can  better  be  intelligently  regulated  by  law  than 
absolutely  forbidden,  and  that  the  cause  of  real  temperance  can  better  be  pro¬ 
moted  through  such  a  policy. 

That  the  conference  timed  its  action  with  a  view  to  impressing  the 
two  great  political  parties,  there  is  no  room  to  doubt.  It  seems  unlikely, 
however,  that  either  party  or  any  save  the  Prohibition  “forlorn  hope,” 
will  take  the  hint  thus  ostentatiously  offered  on  the  eve  of  convention. 

Congressional  Legislation. — The  First  session  of  the  Sixtieth  Con¬ 
gress  convened  on  December  2nd,  1907.  On  this  day  ten  members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  coming  from  ten  different  States,  introduced 
ten  different  bills  affecting  the  liquor  interests.  From  that  time  on,  through¬ 
out  the  entire  session,  almost  daily  some  member  has  introduced  bills  aimed 
at  the  liquor  industry. 

The  agents  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League  and  other  Prohibition  organiza¬ 
tions  of  one  character  or  another,  have  been  in  constant  attendance  and 
have  exerted  every  effort  to  have  these  bills  enacted  into  laws.  It  is  not 
necessary  to  mention  the  character  of  the  campaign  conducted  by  the  Anti- 
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Saloon  League,  because  its  methods  are  well  known  throughout  the  country. 

We  present  a  detailed  statement  of  the  bills  introduced,  and  an  examina¬ 
tion  of  this  statement  will  show  that  there  were  seventy-nine  bills  offered  by 
fifty-three  different  members  and  senators,  representing  twenty-six  States 
and  one  Territory,  as  follows: 


f  Wiley 

Missouri 

De  Armond  (3) 

Alabama 

Clayton 

Lamar 

Craig 

North  Dakota 

Sen.  Hansbrough 

^  Heflin 

,Sen.  McCumber 

Arkansas 

W  allace 

•  Webb 

Connecticut 

Hill 

North  Carolina  -J  Thomas  (2) 

Florida 

Clark (3) 

Sen.  Overman 

Bartlett 

New  Hampshire 

Sen.  Gallinger(2) 

Macon 

New  York 

Bennett 

Georgia  - 

Brantley  (3) 

Oklahoma  3  Ferris 

Bell 

Gore 

Senator  Clay  (3) 

Knox 

-  Senator  Bacon  (2) 

Pennsylvania 

Acheson  (6) 

Iowa 

Hepburn 

”  Aiken 

Senator  Dolliver 

South  Carolina  - 

Johnson  (2) 

Kansas 

Miller 

Patterson  (2) 

Kentucky 

Edwards 

Tillman  (2)(Sen.) 

Langley  (3) 

•  Garrett 

Louisiana 

Ransdell 

Tennessee 

Sims  (2) 

Maine 

Littlefield 

^  Sen.  Frazier 

Maryland 

Pearre 

Sheppard 

Massachusetts 

Tirrell  (2) 

Texas 

Stephens 

Michigan 

Smith 

Virginia 

Lamb 

Candler 

Wyoming  Clark  (for  Mr.  Knox). 

W  illiams 

Alaska  (Territory) — Cale 

Mississippi  Bowers 

J  Humphreys  (4) 
l  Byrd 


The  following  is  a  list  of  the  bills  which  have  been  introduced,  and  much 
to  the  credit  of  the  members  of  Congress,  at  this  session  all  these  bills  have 
failed  of  passage : 

H.  R.  32. — Introduced  December  2nd,  1907  by  Mr.  Wallace,  Arkansas; 
referred  to  Judiciary  Committee; 

“To  regulate  the  transportation  of  intoxicating  liquors  from  one  State 
to  another  as  interstate  commerce,  and  for  other  purposes.” 

H.  R.  40. — -Introduced  December  2,  1907  by  Mr.  Candler,  Mississippi; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Alcoholic  Liquor  Traffic; 

“To  prevent  the  sale  of  vinous,  spirituous,  malt  or  intoxicating 
liquors  in  the  District  of  Columbia.” 

H.  R.  81. — Introduced  December  2,  1907  by  Mr.  Bartlett,  Georgia; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“Prohibiting  the  issuance  to,  or  the  payment  of  taxes  by,  wholesale  or 
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retail  liquor  dealers  in  any  State,  county  or  municipality  where,  by  the  laws 
of  such  State,  county  or  municipality,  the  sale  of  foreign  or  domestic  dis¬ 
tilled  spirits  or  wines  is  prohibited.” 

H.  R.  103. — Introduced  December  2,  1907  by  Mr.  Williams,  Miss¬ 
issippi;  referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

“That  all  persons  are  prohibited  from  importing  into  the  United  States 
from  any  foreign  country  and  from  transporting  into  one  State  from  another 
State  *  *  *  *  any  spirituous,  malt,  or  vinous  liquors  forbidden  by 

the  laws  or  police  regulations  of  that  State  to  be  sold  therein  or  prohibited 
by  law  to  be  sold  in  the  county  or  municipality  to  which  they  are  trans¬ 
ported,  when  said  spirituous,  vinous  or  malt  liquors  so  transported  into  such 
State,  county  or  city  is  carried  C.  O.  D.,  or  in  a  manner  so  that  the  carrier 
thereof  is  charged  with  the  duty  of  collecting  money  in  payment  for  the 
same  or  of  doing  any  other  act  as  agent  for  the  seller  necessary  to  complete 
or  perfect  the  sale.” 

H.  R.  184. — Introduced  December  2,  1907  by  Mr.  Edwards,  Kentucky; 
referred  to  J udiciary  Committee ; 

“To  aid  States  in  prohibiting  the  sale  of  spirituous,  vinous  and  malt 
liquors.” 

H.  R.  192. — Introduced  by  Mr.  Macon,  Georgia,  December  2,  1907; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“To  prohibit  the  collection  of  a  revenue  tax,  or  the  granting  of  other 
authority  permitting  or  authorizing  the  sale  or  giving  away  of  foreign  or 
domestic  distilled  spirits,  intoxicating  liquors,  wines,  or  any  compound 
thereof  in  any  district  or  territory  of  any  of  the  several  States  or  Territories 
of  the  United  States  of  America  where  the  sale  or  giving  away  of  such  foreign 
or  domestic  distilled  spirits,  intoxicating  liquors,  wines,  or  any  compound 
thereof  are  prohibited  by  the  laws  of  said  States  or  Territories,  and  for  other 
purposes.” 

H.  R.  297. — Introduced  December  2,  1907  by  Mr.  Hepburn,  Iowa; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce;  (later  referred 
to  J  udiciary  Committee) ; 

“To  limit  the  effect  of  the  regulations  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  with  foreign  countries  in  certain  cases.” 

H.  R.  351. — Introduced  December  2,  1907  by  Mr.  Sheppard,  Texas; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“  Prohibiting  the  issuance  and  operation  of  Federal  liquor  licenses  in 
communities  where  State  or  local  laws  forbid  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors.” 

H.  R.  471. — -Introduced  December  2,  1907  by  Mr.  Clark,  Florida; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“To  prohibit  internal  revenue  officers  from  receiving  special  taxes 
from  any  person,  firm  or  corporation  for  the  carrying  on  of  the  business 
of  a  brewer,  etc.,  *  *  *  until  such  person,  etc.,  shall  exhibit  to  such 

officer  license  from  the  local  authorities,  etc.” 

H.  R.  543. — Introduced  December  2,  1907  by  Mr.  Wiley,  Alabama; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“To  prohibit  the  United  States  from  issuing  a  license  or  legal  permit 
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to  any  person  to  sell  spirituous,  vinous  or  malt  liquors  or  other  intoxicating 
beverages  in  any  ‘prohibition  or  local  option’  State,  etc.” 

H.  R.  3,958. — Introduced  December  3,  1907  by  Mr.  Garrett,  Tennessee; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“To  forbid  the  licensing  by  the  United  States  of  any  pursuit  or  business 
forbidden  by  State,  Territorial  or  municipal  laws.” 

H.  R.  3,983. — Introduced  by  Mr.  Aiken,  South  Carolina,  December  3, 
1907  ;  referred  to  Judiciary  Committee ; 

“To  limit  the  effect  of  the  regulation  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  Territories,  as  to  intoxicating  liquors,  etc.” 

H.  J.  Res.  37. — Mr.  Acheson,  Pennsylvania;  introduced  December  5, 
1907  ;  referred  to  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors ; 

“That  an  additional  tax  of  one  dollar  per  barrel  be  imposed  annually 
on  each  barrel  of  beer  brewed  in  the  United  States,  and  that  the  amount 
realized  from  this  additional  tax  be  set  aside  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
as  a  fund  for  the  improvement  of  the  waterways  of  the  country.” 

H.  R.  4,776. — Introduced  December  5,  1907  by  Mr.  Littlefield,  Maine; 
referred  to  Committee  on  the  J udiciary ; 

“To  limit  the  effect  of  the  regulation  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  Territories  in  certain  cases.” 

H.  R.  4,779. — Introduced  December  5,  1907  by  Mr.  Lamb,  Virginia; 
referred  to  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia ; 

“To  authorize  citizens  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  vote  on  an  excise 
law.” 

H.  R.  4,859. — Introduced  December  5,  1907  by  Mr.  Acheson,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania;  referred  to  Judiciary  Committee; 

“To  forbid  interstate  transportation  of  liquors.” 

H.  R.  4,903. — Introduced  December  5,  1907  by  Mr.  Brantley,  Georgia; 
referred  to  Judiciary  Committee; 

“To  regulate  in  certain  cases  the  transportation  and  sale  of  spirituous, 
vinous,  malt  and  intoxicating  liquors  of  all  kinds  in  interstate  commerce.” 

H.  R.9,086. — Introduced  December  16,  1907  by  Mr.  Sims,  Tennessee; 
referred  to  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia; 

“To  prohibit  manufacture  and  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia.” 

H.  R.  10,482. — Mr.  De  Armond,  Missouri,  introduced  December  19, 
1907 ;  referred  to  Judiciary  Committee; 

“To  prohibit  and  provide  punishment  for  shipping  and  carrying,  in 
certain  cases,  in  interstate  commerce,  of  intoxicating  liquors,  etc.,  and  to 
prescribe  punishment  for  issuing  of  and  collecting  or  accepting  of  any  tax, 
etc.,  to  sell  any  such  liquor  in  any  State,  etc.,  where  forbidden.” 

H.  R.  10,483. — Mr.  Cale,  Alaska;  introduced  December  19,  1907; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Territories; 

“Amending  Criminal  Code  of  Alaska  concerning  the  liquor  traffic.” 

H.  R.  10,486. — Mr.  Clayton,  Alabama;  introduced  December  19,  1907; 
referred  to  Judiciary  Committee; 

“To  limit  the  effects  of  the  regulation  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  with  foreign  countries  in  certain  cases.”  (Liquor). 
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H.  R.  10,489. — Introduced  December  19,  1907  by  Mr.  Craig,  Alabama; 
referred  to  Committee  on  W ays  and  Means ; 

“To  prohibit  the  issuance  of  license  by  United  States,  authorizing, 
the  manufacture  or  sale  of  vinous,  spirituous  or  malt  liquors  in  States,  etc. 
where  prohibited.” 

H.  R.  11,301. — Mr.  Pearre,  Maryland;  introduced  December  21,  1907; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“To  aid  the  States  in  the  enforcement  of  their  liquor  license  laws.” 

H.  R.  11,327. — Mr.  Johnson,  South  Carolina;  introduced  December 
21,  1907;  referred  to  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce; 

“To  limit  the  effect  of  the  regulations  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  with  foreign  countries  in  certain  cases.”  (Liquor). 

H.  R.  11,328. — Mr.  Johnson,  South  Carolina;  introduced  December 
21,  1907  ;  referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“To  prohibit  collection  of  revenue  or  granting  of  permit  to  engage  in 
manufacture  or  sale  of  spirituous  or  malt  liquors  in  States,  etc.,  where  pro¬ 
hibited.” 

H.  R.  11,828. — Mr.  Lamar,  Missouri;  introduced  January  6,  1908; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“To  prohibit  the  United  States  from  issuing  a  license  authorizing  manu¬ 
facture  or  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  States,  etc.,  where  prohibited,  and  to 
prohibit  interstate  carriers  from  bringing  intoxicating  liquors  into  such 
territory,  etc.” 

H.  R.  11,830.— -Mr.  Clark,  Florida;  introduced  January  6,  1908;  re¬ 
ferred  to  Committee  on  the  Judiciary; 

“To  prevent  express  companies,  etc.,  from  delivering  interstate  ship¬ 
ments  of  intoxicating  liquors  to  persons,  etc.,  in  any  town,  etc.,  where  prohib¬ 
ited,  etc.” 

H.  R.  12,405.— Mr.  Tirrell,  Massachusetts;  introduced  January  7,  1908 ; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Alcoholic  Liquor  Traffic; 

“To  prevent  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  buildings,  ships,  navy- 
yards,  parks  and  other  premises  owned  or  used  by  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment.” 

H.  R.  12,406.— Mr.  Tirrell,  Massachusetts;  introduced  January  7,  1908 ; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Alcoholic  Liquor  Traffic; 

“To  prevent  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  buildings  and  upon 
premises  owned  or  controlled  by  the  United  States  Government.” 

H.  R.  13,103. — Mr.  Webb,  North  Carolina;  introduced  January  10, 
1908 ;  referred  to  J udiciary  Committee ; 

“To  prohibit  the  shipping  of  liquor  from  one  State  into  prohibition 
territory  or  another.  ” 

H.  R.  13,265. — Mr.  Stephens,  Texas;  introduced  January  ix,  1908; 
referred  to  the  J  udiciary  Committee ; 

“To  prevent  the  interstate  shipment  of  intoxicating  liquors  into  States 
or  counties  where  the  sale  of  liquors  is  prohibited  by  law.” 

H.  R.  13,656. — Mr.  Bowers,  Mississippi;  introduced  January  14,  1908; 
referred  to  the  Judiciary  Committee; 

“To  subject  intoxicating  liquors  transported  from  one  State  into  another 
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for  delivery  or  sale  to  the  laws  and  regulations  of  such  latter  State,  and  to 
prohibit  the  issuance  of  Federal  licenses  to  sell  same  in  prohibited  localities.” 

H.  R.  13,658. — Mr.  Heflin,  Alabama;  introduced  January  14,  1908; 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia ; 

“To  prevent  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  the  new  union  railroad 
station  in  Washington,  District  of  Columbia.” 

H.  R.  13,859. — Mr.  Hill,  Connecticut;  introduced  January  15,  1908; 
referred  to  Ways  and  Means  Committee; 

“To  prohibit  the  issuing  of  a  tax  receipt  for  sale  of  liquor  to  any  person, 
etc.,  selling  or  proposing  to  sell  liquor  in  violation  of  State,  county  or  munic¬ 
ipal  law,  whether  in  license,  dispensary,  local  option  or  prohibition  terri¬ 
tory.” 

H.  R.  14,064.— Mr.  Bell,  Georgia;  introduced  January  16,  1908;  re¬ 
ferred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“Prohibiting  the  issuing  of  special  tax  stamps  to  retail  dealers  in  liquors 
in  prohibition  districts.” 

H.  R.  14,937. — -Mr.  Thomas,  North  Carolina;  introduced  January  23, 
1908 ;  referred  to  Judiciary  Committee ; 

“To  limit  the  effect  of  the  regulation  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  Territories  in  certain  cases.”  (Liquor.) 

H.  R.  14,938. — Mr.  Thomas,  North  Carolina;  introduced  January  23, 
1908;  referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“To  prohibit  the  issuance  of  United  States  liquor  licenses  in  prohibition 
territory.” 

H.  R.  15,116. — Mr.  Acheson,  Pennsylvania;  introduced  January  24, 
1908 ;  referred  to  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads; 

“To  forbid  the  transmission  through  the  United  States  mail  ofj  any 
kind  of  newspaper,  circular,  pamphlet  or  publication  containing  any  ad¬ 
vertisement  of  any  intoxicating  liquors.” 

H.  R.  15,454. — Mr.  Humphreys,  Mississippi;  introduced  January  28 
1908 ;  referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means ; 

“To  prevent  issuance  of  internal  revenue  special  tax  receipts  to  retail 
liquor  dealers  in  prohibition  territory.” 

H.  R.  15,650. — Mr.  Acheson,  Pennsylvania;  introduced  January  29, 
1908  ;  referred  to  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce; 

“To  prohibit  the  sale  of  intoxicating  beverages  in  the  Canal  Zone.” 

H.  R.  16,505. — Mr.  Ransdell,  Louisiana;  introduced  February  6,  1908; 
referred  to  J  udiciary  Committee ; 

“To  prohibit  and  provide  the  punishment  for  the  shipping  and  carrying, 
in  certain  cases,  in  interstate  .commerce  of  intoxicating  liquors,  etc.,  and  to 
forbid  and  prescribe  the  punishment  for  the  issuing  of  and  collecting  ,  or 
accepting  of  any  tax  or  fee  for  any  authorization  or  permit  to  sell  any  such 
liquor  in  prohibition  territory.  ” 

H.  R.  16,745. — Mr.  Humphreys,  Mississippi;  introduced  February 
10,  1908;  referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“To  prevent  payment  of  special  tax  on  retail  liquor  dealers  under  as¬ 
sumed  or  fictitious  name,  etc.” 
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H.  R.  16,750—  Mr.  De  Armond,  Missouri;  introduced  February  io, 
1908 ;  referred  to  Committee  on  the  Judiciary; 

“To  prohibit  and  prescribe  the  punishment  for  the  shipping  and  carrying 
in  interstate  commerce,  in  certain  cases,  of  intoxicating  liquors,  etc.,  and  to 
forbid  and  prescribe  the  punishment  for  issuing  of  and  collecting  or  accepting 
any  tax  or  fee  for  any  authorization  or  permit  to  sell  any  such  liquor  in 
prohibition  territory.” 

H.  R.  16,873. — Mr.  Brantley,  Georgia;  introduced  February  11,  1908; 
referred  to  J  udiciary  Committee ; 

“Regulating  interstate  commerce  in  spirituous,  vinous  and  malt  liquors, 
and  intoxicating  liquors  of  all  kinds.” 

H.  R.  16,984. — Mr.  Brantley,  Georgia;  introduced  February  12,  1908; 
referred  to  Judiciary  Committee; 

“Regulating  interstate  and  foreign  commerce  in  spirituous,  vinous  and 
malt  liquors,  and  intoxicating  liquors  of  all  kinds.” 

H.  R.  16,985. — Mr.  Flumphreys,  Mississippi;  introduced  February 
12,  1908 ;  referred  to  Committee  on  the  Judiciary; 

“To  regulate  interstate  commerce  in  intoxicating  liquors.” 

H.  R.  17,530. — Mr.  Sims,  Tennessee;  introduced  February  19,  1908; 
referred  to  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia ; 

“To  prevent  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  alcoholic  drinks  in  the  District 
of  Columbia.” 

H.  J.  Res.  143. — Mr.  Acheson,  Pennsylvania;  introduced  February 
24,  1908 ;  referred  to  Judiciary  Committee ; 

“Proposing  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
providing  that  the  manufacture,  sale  and  importation  of  intoxicating  liquors, 
including  beer,  ale  and  wine,  *  *  *  shall  be  prohibited  in  the  United 

States  and  territories,  etc.” 

H.  R.  17,889. — Mr.  Clayton,  Alabama;  introduced  February  24,  1908; 
referred  to  J  udiciary  Committee ; 

“To  provide  for  the  further  regulation  of  interstate  commerce.” 
(Liquor). 

H.  R.  18,125. — Mr.  Patterson,  South  Carolina;  introduced  February 
26,  1908;  referred  to  the  Judiciary  Committee; 

“To  limit  the  effect  of  the  regulations  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  with  foreign  countries  in  certain  cases.”  (Liquor). 

H.  R.  18,126. — Mr.  Patterson,  South  Carolina;  introduced  February 
26,  1908;  referred  to  Committee  on  the  Judiciary; 

“To  regulate  interstate  commerce  in  intoxicating  liquors.” 

H.  R.  18,344. — Mr.  Ferris,  Oklahoma;  introduced  February  28,  1908; 
referred  to  J  udiciary  Committee ; 

“To  limit  the  effect  of  the  regulation  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  Territories  in  certain  cases.”  (Liquor). 

H.  R.  19,081.- — Mr.  Acheson,  Pennsylvania;  introduced  March  11, 
1908 ;  referred  to  Committee  on  Military  Affairs ; 

“Providing  that  in  the  military  service  preference  shall  hereafter  be 
given  in  promotions  and  in  important  details  to  total  abstainers.” 
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H.  R.  19,469.— Mr.  Byrd,  Mississippi;  introduced  March  18,  1908; 
referred  to  Judiciary  Committee; 

“To  subject  to  the  laws  of  any  State  or  Territory  all  intoxicating  liquors 
shipped  therein  by  railroads,  express  companies  and  steamship  companies.’’ 

H.  R.  19,539. — Mr.  Humphreys,  Mississippi;  introduced  March  19, 
1908 ;  referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“To  increase  the  tax  on  distilled  spirits,  beer  and  playing  cards.” 

H.  R.  20,313. — Mr.  Smith,  Michigan;  introduced  April  3,  1908;  re¬ 
ferred  to  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia ; 

“Making  drunkenness  in  the  District  of  Columbia  a  misdemeanor, 
and  to  provide  a  hospital  for  inebriates  and  for  other  purposes.” 

H.  R.  20,709. — Mr.  Miller,  Kansas;  introduced  April  13,  1908;  re¬ 
ferred  to  Judiciary  Committee; 

“To  regulate  the  interstate  commerce  shipments  of  intoxicating  liquors.” 

H.  R.  20,833. — Mr.  Langley,  Kentucky;  introduced  April  15,  1908; 
referred  to  the  Judiciary  Committee; 

“To  regulate  the  interstate  commerce  shipments  of  intoxicating  liquors.”' 

H.  R.  21,006. — Mr.  Langley,  Kentucky;  introduced  April  18,  1908; 
referred  to  the  Judiciary  Committee; 

“To  limit  the  effects  of  the  regulations  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  with  foreign  countries  in  certain  cases.”  (Liquor). 

H.  R.  21,086. — Mr.  Langley,  Kentucky;  introduced  April  20,  1908; 
referred  to  the  Judiciary  Committee; 

“To  regulate  the  interstate  commerce  shipments  of  intoxicating  liquors.” 

H.  R.  21,535. — Mr.  De  Armond,  Missouri;  introduced  May  2,  19081 
referred  to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“Concerning  permits  to  sell  intoxicating  liquors.” 

H.  R.  21,558. — Mr.  Clark,  Florida;  introduced  May  4,  1908;  referred 
to  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means; 

“To  prohibit  the  receipt  of  money  in  payment  of  special  taxes  as  dealers 
in  intoxicating  liquors  by  internal  revenue  officials  of  the  United  States, 
except  in  certain  cases,  and  to  provide  punishments  for  its  violation.” 

H.  R.  22,007. — Mr.  Bennett,  New  York;  introduced  May  19,  1908; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Alcoholic  Liquor  Traffic; 

“Authorizing  the  appointment  of  a  commission  to  collate  information 
concerning  the  alcoholic  liquor  traffic  and  to  consider  and  recommend  any 
needful  legislation  in  relation  thereto.” 

Senate  Bills. — S.  46. — Mr.  Gallinger,  New  Hampshire;  introduced 
December  4,  1907  ;  referred  to  the  Judiciary  Committee ; 

“Providing  that  the  Federal  Government  shall  not  grant  liquor-tax 
receipts  to  persons  residing  in  prohibition  territory,  State  or  local.” 

S.  748. — Mr.  Clay,  Georgia;  introduced  December  4,  1907;  referred 
to  the  Judiciary  Committee; 

“Prohibiting  the  issue  of  special-tax  stamps  to  retail  dealers  in  liquors 
in  prohibition  districts.” 

S.  749. — Mr.  Clay,  Georgia;  introduced  December  4,  1907;  referred  to 
the  Judiciary  Committee; 
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“To  limit  the  effect  of  the  regulations  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  with  foreign  countries  in  certain  cases.”  (Liquor). 

S.  915. — Mr.  McCumber,  North  Dakota;  introduced  December  5,  1907; 
referred  to  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor ; 

“To  prevent  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  buildings,  ships,  navy- 
yards  and  parks  and  other  premises  owned  or  used  by  the  United  States, 
Government.” 

S.  Res.  42. — Mr.  Tillman,  South  Carolina;  introduced  December  17, 
1907; 

“Instructing  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to  consider  and  report 
whether  it  is  practicable  for  the  National  Government  to  discontinue  the 
issuing  of  permits  to  retail  liquor  dealers  in  States  or  counties  and  munici¬ 
palities  where  local  option  prevails  prohibiting  the  sale  of  liquors.” 

S.  2,926. — Mr.  Tillman,  South  Carolina;  introduced  December  18,  1907; 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  J udiciary ; 

“To  limit  the  effect  of  the  regulations  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  with  foreign  countries  in  certain  cases.”  (Liquor) . 

S.  Res.  55. — Mr.  Clay,  Georgia;  introduced  January  7,  1908; 

“Instructing  the  Judiciary  Committee  to  report,  at  the  earliest  con¬ 
venient  day,  a  bill  providing  that  intoxicating  liquors,  etc.,  transported  into 
any  State  or  Territory,  etc.,  shall,  upon  arrival  within  the  borders  of  the 
State,  and  before  and  after  delivery  to  the  consignee  in  such  State,  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  laws  of  such  State,  etc.,  etc.” 

Also,  “to  consider  and  report  whether  Congress  has  the  constitutional 
right  to  pass  a  bill  prohibiting  the  transportation  of  liquors,  etc.” 

S.  3,069. — Mr,  Dolliver,  Iowa;  introduced  January  7,  1908;  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary; 

“To  limit  the  effects  of  the  regulations  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  with  foreign  countries  in  certain  cases.”  (Liquor). 

S.  3,634. — Mr.  Frazier,  Tennessee;  introduced  January  13,  1908;  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Judiciary  Committee; 

“To  limit  the  effect  of  the  regulation  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  Territories  in  certain  cases.”  (Liquor). 

S.  4,002. — Mr.  Gore,  Oklahoma;  introduced  January  15,  1908;  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce ; 

“To  limit  the  effect  of  the  regulation  of  commerce  between  the  States 
and  Territories  in  certain  cases.”  (Liquor). 

S.  4,087. — Mr.  Hansbrough,  North  Dakota;  introduced  January  16, 
1908;  referred  to  the  J  udiciary  Committee ; 

“To  limit  the  effect  of  the  regulation  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  Territories  in  certain  cases.” 

S.  5,151. — Mr.  Bacon,  Georgia;  introduced  February  10,  1908;  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  J  udiciary ; 

“To  regulate  commerce  in  intoxicating  liquors.” 

S.  5,745. — Mr.  Overman,  North  Carolina;  introduced  February  26,  1908; 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  J  udiciary ; 

“To  limit  the  effects  of  the  regulations  of  commerce  between  the  several 
States  and  with  foreign  countries  in  certain  cases.”  (Liquor). 
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S.  6,264.— Mr.  Gallinger,  New  Hampshire;  introduced  March  21,  1908; 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia ; 

“To  regulate  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  the  District  of  Columbia. ’ ' 

S.  6,576. — Mr.  Clark  of  Wyoming  (for  Mr.  Knox);  reported  to  the 
Senate  April  13,  1908; 

“To  regulate  the  interstate  commerce  shipment  of  intoxicating  liquors.’’ 

S.  6,576.  (Substitute). — Mr.  Bacon;  introduced  April  14,  1908; 

“To  regulate  the  interstate  commerce  shipments  of  intoxicating  liquors.” 

Refuting  an  Old  Slander. — The  Anti-Saloon  League’s  agents  have 
an  easy  way  of  solving  problems  which  the  criminologists  have  worried  over 
for  a  hundred  years.  Crime  and  drink — these  terms,  they  say,  are  synony¬ 
mous.  The  cheap  philosophers  of  an  earlier  day  disposed  of  the  cause  of 
evil  acts  by  saying,  “The  woman  did  it.”  The  philosophy  of  the  Anti- 
Saloon  League  is  equally  sound  and  well-informed.  But  there  is  one  im¬ 
portant  source  of  evil — one  most  significant  first-cause  of  wickedness,  which 
has,  perhaps  naturally,  escaped  the  attention  of  the  League — -and  that  is  the 
League  itself!  Could  anything  be  more  devilish  than  the  circulation  of  a 
deliberate  and  a  malicious  lie?  The  most  glaring  instance  of  this  is  the  con¬ 
tinued  propagation  by  the  League,  of  that  hideous  fabrication  about  “Our 
Boys.” 

The  Alabama  Citizen  printed  it  as  follows  on  October  10,  1906: 

“The  following  extract  is  from  the  speech  of  one  of  the  officers  of  the 
Ohio  State  Liquor  League: 

“  ‘It  will  appear  from  these  facts,  gentlemen,  that  the  success  of  our 
business  is  dependent  largely  upon  the  creation  of  an  appetite  for  drink. 
Men  who  drink  liquor,  like  others,  will  die,  and  if  there  be  no  new  appetite 
created  our  counters  will  be  empty,  as  well  as  our  money  drawers.  Our 
children  will  go  hungry,  or  we  must  change  our  business  to  something  more 
remunerative.  The  open  field  for  the  creation  of  this  appetite  is  among 
the  boys.  After  men  are  grown  and  their  habits  are  formed  they  rarely 
change  in  this  regard.  It  will  be  needful,  therefore,  that  missionary  work 
be  done  among  the  boys,  and  I  make  the  suggestion,  gentlemen,  that  nickels 
expended  in  treats  to  the  boys  now  will  return  in  dollars  to  your  tills  after 
the  appetites  have  been  formed.  Above  all  things  create  appetites.’ 

“Here  is  the  full  diabolism  of  the  saloon  set  forth  in  plain,  ungamished 
terms  that  makes  a  man’s  blood  course  more  quickly;  and,  further,  it  makes 
it  mighty  hard  for  fatherhood  to  continue  patient  and  temperate  in  thought 
and  utterance  on  this  temperance  question. 

“Alabama  Citizen,  October  10,  1906.” 

The  Saturday  Evening  Post  of  Philadelphia  reprinted  it  in  an  article 
on  Prohibition  in  Alabama  on  November  9,  1907.  The  Post  grudgingly 
gave  space  to  a  portion  of  a  letter  of  denial  which  Mr.  G.  Thomann  sent  to 
it  on  November  19th,  the  full  text  of  which  was  as  follows: 

New  York,  N.  Y.  November  19,  1907. 
To  the  Editor  of  the  Saturday  Evening  Post , 

Dear  Sir: — In  a  very  conspicuous  place  of  the  Saturday  Evening  Post 
of  November  9,  1907,  you  quote  the  following  from  the  Alabama  Citizen,  viz  : 
(see  above). 

In  different  garb  and  attributed  to  different  persons,  the  substance 
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of  this  abominable  falsehood  has  of  late  years  been  circulated  in  nearly  every 
Prohibition  campaign. 

Those  who  are  responsible  for  it,  probably  believe  in  the  maxim  that 
the  end  justifies  the  means;  but  the  fair-minded  reader  who  knows  what 
Prohibition  is  and  what  it  has  accomplished,  will  doubtless  conclude  that 
such  despicable  means  are  in  absolute  harmony  and  accord  with  the  nature 
of  the  cause  which  they  are  intended  to  serve. 

During  the  prohibitory  campaign  in  Texas,  in  the  year  1903,  the  Pro¬ 
hibitionists  circulated  a  tract  containing  the  following  statement,  viz: 

“The  enemy  places  full  value  upon  securing  children  for  customers- 
Have  you  read  of  the  kinder-saloons  they  find  necessary  to  establish  to  keep 
customers  for  their  business? 

“Some  time  ago  the  President  of  the  Brewers’  Association,  in  an  address 
to  the  members,  said  that  the  greatest  danger  which  confronted  the  trade 
is  the  influence  brought  to  bear  upon  the  boys  and  girls  to  keep  them  from 
forming  the  drink  habit ;  that  the  children  are  taught  in  the  homes  and  in  the 
schools,  as  well  as  other  places,  not  to  drink  anything,  and  that  it  was  neces¬ 
sary  for  those  engaged  in  the  liquor  business  to  cultivate  a  taste  for  drink 
in  the  young,  or  the  trade  would  certainly  suffer.  Acting  along  this  line, 
it  is  now  discovered  that  in  Chicago  there  are  a  number  of  saloons  in  each  of 
which  a  room  has  been  fitted  up  with  small  furniture,  picture  books,  toys 
and  hobby  horses,  and  into  which  the  children  are  enticed  to  play.  They 
are  at  first  given  sweetened  wines  to  cultivate  the  taste  for  liquor,  and  are 
told  to  bring  in  some  of  their  little  friends  to  play  with  them.” 

President  Theurer  of  the  United  States  Brewers’  Association  imme¬ 
diately  offered  a  reward  of  ten  thousand  dollars  to  anyone  who  could  bring 
evidence  that  any  president  of  this  Association  had  ever  said  or  intimated, 
directly  or  indirectly,  anything  remotely  resembling  this  statement  or  that 
could  in  any  way  be  construed  as  a  warrant,  however  far-fetched,  ,for  this 
outrageous  falsehood.  He  pointed  out  the  very  important  fact  that  all  the 
presidents’  speeches  are  printed  in  the  annual  reports  and  thus  become  pub¬ 
lic  property,  being  furnished  gratuitously  to  anyone  who  chooses  to  ask  for 
them.  He  proceeded  upon  the  charitable  assumption  that  the  authors  of 
these  lies  had  been  misled  and  would  gladly  correct  their  error  if  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  were  given  them  to  convince  themselves  of  the  criminal  absurdity  of 
such  statements. 

He  was  mistaken  in  this  assumption,  for  instead  of  availing  themselves 
of  such  opportunity,  the  conscienceless  slanderers,  who  ostentatiously  pro¬ 
fess  religion  and  claim  to  occupy  a  higher  level  of  righteousness  than  the 
average  mortal,  simply  changed  the  garb  of  their  calumny  and  attributed 
the  damnable  words  to  the  late  Mr.  H.  H.  Rueter. 

Here  is  the  old  lie  in  its  modified  form,  viz.; 

“The  thirteenth  annual  convention  of  the  United  States  Brewers’ 
Association  was  held  at  Atlantic  City,  N.  J.,  June  15,  1899.  H.  PI.  Rueter, 
Chairman  of  the  Publication  Committee,  said:  ‘Winning  over  the  people 
of  all  classes  of  this  country  to  the  habitual  consumption  of  malt  drinks 
is  the  fundamental  condition  on  which  the  permanent  prosperity  of  our  trade 
depends.  The  success  of  our  business  is  dependent  largely  upon  the  creation 
of  an  appetite  for  drink.  Men  who  drink,  like  others,  must  die,  and  if  there 
is  no  new  appetite  created,  our  counters  will  be  empty,  as  also  our  coffers. 
The  open  field  for  the  creation  of  this  appetite  is  AMONG  THE  BOYS. 
After  men  are  grown  and  their  habits  are  formed,  they  rarely  ever  change 
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in  this  regard.  It  will  be  needful,  therefore,  that  MISSIONARY  WORK 
BE  DONE  AMONG  THE  BOYS,  and  I  make  the  suggestion,  gentlemen, 
that  nickels  expended  in  treats  to  the  boys  now  will  return  in  dollars  to  your 
tills  after  the  appetite  has  been  formed.  Above  all  things  Create  Appetite.”’ 

It  does  not  seem  possible  that  anyone  other  than  a  representative  of 
Satan  could  hold  and  give  utterance  to  such  awful  views! 

In  view  of  this  mass  of  falsehoods,  it  matters  little  that  the  Thirteenth 
Convention  was  not  held  at  Atlantic  City  in  the  year  1899.  The  principal 
fact  is  that  the  printed  reports  of  the  Thirteenth  Convention  and  of  every 
other  convention  are  open  to  public  inspection,  and  a  copy  of  any  of  them 
will  cheerfully  be  placed  into  the  hands  of  any  man  desiring  to  verify  our 
assertion  that  neither  the  late  Mr.  Rueter  nor  any  other  member  of  the 
Association  uttered  any  words  that  the  most  violent  stretch  of  imagination 
or  the  most  sophistical  mode  of  reasoning  could  possibly  so  distort  as  to  make 
them  appear  identical  in  substance,  sense  or  purport  with  the  quoted  slander. 

The  attack  was  made  upon  a  dead  man;  a  man  whose  demise  the 
Boston  newspapers  deplored  as  a  serious  loss  to  the  community;  a  man 
whom  the  clergymen  of  the  church  to  which  he  had  belonged,  eulogized  as  a 
Christian  of  stainless  character,  of  matchless  purity  of  mind  and  soul. 

You  will  assuredly  admit,  Mr.  Editor,  that  an  American  industry, 
thus  relentlessly  calumniated  and  vilified  by  professional  falsifiers  has  a 
right  to  expect  at  the  hands  of  the  moulders  of  public  opinion  some  measure 
of  that  fair  play  and  square  deal  for  which  our  people  are  noted  throughout 
the  world.  Its  claim  to  such  consideration  must  become  more  manifest 
when  it  is  considered  that  such  calumnies  are  knowingly  and  systematically 
circulated  on  the  natural  assumption  that  however  incredible  they  may 
appear  to  the  unbiased  reader,  some  impression  will  in  the  end  be  made 
upon  the  minds  of  the  credulous  and  the  biased  and  upon  those  who  honestly 
deplore  the  evils  of  intemperance,  but  are  incapable  of  a  judicious  discrimina¬ 
tion  between  what  is  attainable  and  what  is  impracticable  or  impossible  in 
a  reformatory  movement  of  this  kind. 

Now  as  to  the  statement  quoted  in  the  Saturday  Evening  Post  of  Novem¬ 
ber  9,  1907  and  reproduced  here,  your  kind  attention  is  called  to  the  enclosed 
affidavits  from  the  President  and  Secretary  of  the  Ohio  Liquor  League  to 
the  effect  that  the  article  quoted  is  “a  base,  malicious  and  deliberate  false¬ 
hood  ”  and  no  officer  of  said  League  ever  made  or  delivered  the  remarks  con¬ 
tained  in  it. 

It  is  hoped  that  your  sense  of  justice,  your  love  of  fair  play  and  your 
regard  for  truth  will  induce  you  to  publish  the  foregoing  in  the  next  number 
of  your  influential  periodical. 

GALLUS  THOMANN. 

The  Cincinnati  Chamber  of  Commerce  followed  this  up  with  resolutions 
of  protest.  The  “Lever,”  a  prohibition  journal  of  Chicago,  whose  editor 
was  one  of  the  first  to  circulate  the  libel,  honestly  confessed  on  February 
17,  1898  that  the  story  was  a  fake.  But  the  Anti-Saloon  League  is  still 
circulating  it  in  rural  districts,  with  full  knowledge  of  the  deception. 
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The  Free  Seat 


in  the  United  States  Brewers’  Academy  (A.  Schwarz,  Founder)  for  the 
past  term  was  awarded  to  Mr.  Max  Papai  of  New  York  City. 

Respectfully  submitted : 

JULIUS  LIEBMANN, 

President  and  Chairman  Board  of  T rustees. 
CARL  J.  HOSTER,  ist  Vice-President. 

JACOB  RUPPERT,  Jr.,  2nd  Vice-President. 
WILLIAM  HAMM,  3rd  Vice-President. 

ANTON  C.  G.  HUPFEL,  Treasurer. 

HUGH  F.  FOX,  Secretary. 


G.  A.  MUELLER, 

LEONHARD  BURGWEGER, 
GEORGE  EHRET,  Jr., 
GUSTAVE  BECHERER, 
AUGUST  FITGER, 

H.  M.  WREDEN, 

EDWARD  A.  SCHMIDT, 
AUGUST  GOEBEL,  Jr., 

E.  A.  FAUST, 

JOHN  M.  LEICHT, 

LAWRENCE 


EDWARD  RUHL, 

JOHN  BENZ, 

CHARLES  F.  HARTMETZ. 
HENRY  A.  BREHM, 
RUDOLF  BRAND, 

A.  G.  HUPFEL,  Jr., 
RUDOLPH  J.  SCHAEFER. 
ALBERT  LIEBER, 

LOUIS  B.  SCHRAM, 

JOHN  GARDINER, 
ABACHER. 


THE  PRESIDENT: — -You  have  heard  the  report  of  the 
Board  of  Trustees.  What  is  your  pleasure? 

MR.  UIHLEIN: — I  move  that  the  report  be  adopted. 

The  motion  was  carried. 

THE  PRESIDENT : — Next  in  order  is  the  report  of  the  Labor 
Committee.  I  call  upon  Mr.  Schram,  Chairman  of  that  Committee. 

MR.  SCHRAM: — As  the  printed  report  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  delegates,  it  would  be  an  unnecessary  waste  of  time  to  read 
it.  It  is  the  desire  of  the  Committee,  however,  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  delegates  to  the  fact  that  we  have  prepared  a  synopsis*  of 
practically  all  of  the  labor  contracts  between  brewery  proprietors 
and  labor  organizations  throughout  the'  country.  This  synopsis 
is  in  such  form  that  it  may  be  readily  referred  to  and  used  for  the 
purpose  of  enlightening  the  members  of  the  Association  as  to  the 
relations  between  the  employer  of  labor  and  the  labor  unions 
throughout  the  country,  and  the  Labor  Committee  believes  that 
it  will  be  of  great  value  to  members  in  making  contracts.  This 
synopsis  is,  to  a  certain  extent,  incomplete,  the  incompleteness 
arising  from  the  fact  that  our  requests  to  members  and  local 

*The  compilation  of  labor  contracts  referred  to  is  not  bound  up  with  this  Report,  but 
is  mailed  sepatately  in  p  tmphlet  form  to  the  msmbsrs. 
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organizations  to  furnish  us  with  copies  of  contracts  have  not  been 
universally  complied  with.  So  far  as  we  have  been  furnished  with 
the  data,  we  have  made  a  record  of  it  for  your  use.  The  work  will 
be  continued  during  the  coming  year,  and  the  Committee  hopes 
to  be  able  at  the  next  convention  to  give  you  a  synopsis  covering 
all  of  the  contracts  between  employing  brewers  and  unions  through¬ 
out  the  country.  We  feel  convinced  that  when  the  members  have 
had  opportunity  to  study  the  synopsis  of  labor  contracts,  they 
will  be  impressed  with  its  value,  and  will  respond  more  generally 
to  the  requests  of  the  Committee  for  copies  of  contracts. 

The  report  of  the  Labor  Committee  is  as  follows : 

REPORT  OF  LABOR  COMMITTEE. 

To  the  Board  of  Trustees, 

United  States  Brewers'  Association. 

Gentlemen:— -Your  Labor  Committee  has  had  occasion  during  the 
past  year  to  look  after  the  interests  of  the  members  of  the  Association  in 
their  relations  with  Organized  Labor,  both  in  cases  of  industrial  disturbances 
and  by  way  of  advice  and  assistance  in  the  framing  of  agreements  with  the 
unions. 

It  is  unnecessary  to  enumerate  the  several  cases  in  which  your  Com¬ 
mittee  was  called  upon  to  help.  Let  it  suffice  to  state  that  in  every  instance 
when  our  notice  of  non-interference  went  out,  it  was  faithfully  obeyed  by 
the  members  and  did  its  work  effectively.  As  a  consequence,  those  of  our 
members  who  were  involved  in  disputes  with  the  unions  were  enabled  to 
settle  them  on  the  most  favorable  terms  possible  and  in  almost  every  in¬ 
stance  to  their  entire  satisfaction. 

In  order  to  maintain  the  efficiency  of  the  Labor  Committee  and  to 
sustain  its  prestige,  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  its  services  should  be 
claimed  by  our  members  in  every  case  not  readily  disposed  of  by  the  mem¬ 
bers  unaided.  This  applies  not  only  to  the  avoidance  of  threatened  dis¬ 
turbances  and  the  settlement  of  existing  disputes,  but  also  to  the  framing 
of  trade  agreements. 

On  this  latter  field  the  members  will  be  greatly  assisted  by  the  study 
of  the  compendium  of  agreements  (referred  to  by  the  Chairman  above), 
which  was  prepared  by  your  Committee  under  your  instructions. 

This  work  involved  a  great  amount  of  labor  and  will  be  found  well 
worthy  of  careful  study.  It  will  enable  every  member  to  inform  himself 
of  the  provisions  of  labor  contracts  in  almost  every  part  of  our  country 
and  to  use  the  knowledge  so  gained,  to  his  advantage. 

Owing  to  the  failure  of  some  members  to  respond  to  the  call  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  for  copies  of  contracts,  our  work  is  necessarily  incomplete.  We 
strongly  urge  the  members  who  have  not  already  done  so,  to  furnish  us  copies 
of  their  contracts,  and  all  members  to  send  copies  of  new  contracts  as  soon 
as  made.  If  this  request  is  complied  with,  the  revision  of  the  compendium 
for  our  next  annual  report  will  be  complete  and  up  to  date. 
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The  dispute  between  the  Brewery  Workers’  Organization  on  the  one 
hand  and  the  Engineers  and  Firemen  on  the  other  has  been  disposed  of  by  the 
restoration  to  the  Brewery  Workers  of  the  Charter  which  had  been  revoked 
by  the  American  Federation  of  Labor.  The  decision  of  the  last  annual 
convention  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  with  reference  to  this  dis¬ 
pute  still  stands. 

It  is  altogether  likely  that  there  will  be  continued  friction  between  these 
organizations  and  it  is  more  essential  than  ever  before,  that  the  employing 
brewers  remain  neutral  and  conscientiously  abstain  from  taking  sides  in  the 
matter.  Should  any  of  our  members  be  called  upon  by  any  of  the  parties 
to  commit  themselves  with  regard  to  the  jurisdiction  question,  they  are 
urgently  requested  to  enlist  the  aid  of  this  Committee,  with  a  view  to  avoiding 
trouble  and  securing  a  harmonious  policy  among  all  our  members. 

This  jurisdiction  dispute  has  involved  our  New  Orleans  colleagues  in  a 
controversy  with  the  Brewery  Workers’  organization,  culminating  in  a  strike 
and  boycott  which  are  still  on  and  which  have  lasted  about  a  year.  The 
position  maintained  by  our  colleagues  has  been  correct  in  every  way  and 
they  deserve  praise  for  their  determination  and  courage,  as  a  result  of  which 
the  strike  and  boycott  are  practically  inoperative. 

In  a  controversy  between  our  Cleveland  colleagues  and  trades  unions 
of  various  crafts,  a  new  method  of  procedure  is  threatened  by  the  unions. 
The  unions  are  demanding  of  the  brewery  proprietors  that  they  refrain  from 
patronizing  a  manufacturer  who  is  claimed  to  conduct  a  non-union  establish¬ 
ment,  and  threaten,  unless  their  demands  are  complied  with,  to  give  active 
aid  to  the  Anti-Saloon  and  Prohibition  movement. 

The  demand  of  the  unions  is  eminently  unfair  and  indefensible  and  if 
persisted  in  will  go  far  toward  alienating  the  employing  brewers  from  any 
inclination  to  favor  organized  labor. 

The  threat  of  the  unions  to  give  aid  to  our  enemies  should  not  be  taken 
too  seriously.  It  is  more  than  probable  that  the  unions  will  think  twice 
before  they  aid  a  movement  whose  avowed  object  is  to  destroy  an  industry 
which  gives  employment,  directly  and  indirectly,  to  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  union  men. 

In  concluding  our  report  we  have  but  one  recommendation  to  submit, 
viz:  that  the  Board  of  Trustees  emphasize  the  necessity  of  systematic  and 
well  considered  action  on  the  part  of  all  our  members  in  all  matters  touching 
their  relations  with  organized  labor  and  the  advisability  of  our  members 
making  liberal  use  of  the  services  of  this  Committee  in  that  direction. 


Respectfully  submitted: 


GEO.  F.  GUND, 
CHARLES  PFAFF, 
WM.  H.  REHM, 
CHARLES  SCHUTTE 
A.  C.  RICKS, 

LOUIS  B.  SCHRAM, 


J 
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Labor  Committee. 


Chairman. 
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THE  PRESIDENT Gentlemen,  you  have  heard  the  re¬ 
marks  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Labor  Committee  with  respect  to 
the  report  of  that  Committee.  What  is  your  pleasure? 

MR.  BRAND: — I  move  that  it  be  adopted. 

The  motion  was  carried. 

THE  PRESIDENT  : — Mr.  Schram  is  also  the  Chairman  of 
the  Advisory  Committee.  I  now  call  upon  him  for  the  report  of 
that  Committee. 

MR.  SCHRAM: — The  report  of  that  Committee  is  also  printed 
and  in  the  hands  of  the  delegates,  and  it  is  only  necessary  to  refer 
briefly  to  its  contents.  The  chief  work  of  the  Advisory  Committee 
during  the  past  year  has  been  in  connection  with  the  Pure  Food 
Law.  The  Committee  had  meetings  with  the  Association  of  Official 
Chemists  who  constitute  the  Advisory  Board  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  upon  the  subject  of  formulating  a  standard  for 
malt  liquors.  Up  to  the  present  time  they  have  not  rendered 
any  decision,  and  consequently  there  is  as  yet  no  standard  for  malt 
liquors.  This  means  that  you  are  at  liberty  to  use  in  the  production 
of  your  output  all  wholesome  materials  which  you  find  are  adapted 
to  use  in  the  production  of  a  wholesome  product.  The  only  re¬ 
strictions  under  which  you  must  work  are  these:  In  the  first 
place  you  are  not  permitted  to  use  any  deleterious  materials  in  the 
manufacture  of  your  product,  and  you  are  not  permitted  to  use 
upon  your  labels  any  designation  which  is  calculated  to  mislead 
as  to  the  character  of  the  product  or  as  to  the  locality  in  which  it  is 
actually  manufactured. 

We  are  not  able  to  say  when  the  Board  of  Official  Chemists 
will  render  their  decision  as  to  standards  for  the  production  of 
malt  liquors.  We  have  the  promise  of  the  Chairman  of  that  body 
that  before  these  standards  are  finally  promulgated  the  Advisory 
Committee  of  the  United  States  Brewers’  Association  will  have 
opportunity  to  see  them,  and  if  we  should  find  that  the  standards 
are  not  such  as  are  right,  fair  and  reasonable,  we  will  probably 
have  a  further  opportunity  to  present  reasons  for  their  amend¬ 
ment.  I  can  say  this  for  the  Board  of  Official  Chemists,  that 
your  Committee  has  at  all  times  been  met  by  them  in  a  spirit  of 
receptivity  and  of  perfect  fairness,  and  we  cannot  discover  on 
their  part  any  desire  to  introduce  restrictions  or  prohibitions 
which  would  be  unreasonable  or  unjust. 
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The  report  of  the  Advisory  Committee  is  as  follows: 

REPORT  OF  THE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE. 

Gentlemen: — The  principal  activity  of  your  Advisory  Committee,  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  year  has  been  devoted  to  the  protection  of  your  interests 
in  connection  with  the  Pure  Food  Law  and  the  fixing  of  standards  under 
that  law. 

To  that  end  your  Committee  attended  a  hearing  of  the  Standards 
Committee  at  Chicago  on  February  5th  last,  and  by  oral  argument  and 
formal  briefs  placed  the  attitude  of  the  brewers  before  that  Committee. 

Preliminary  to  that  hearing,  your  Committee,  attended  by  scientists 
and  practical  experts,  once  more  canvassed  the  situation  most  thoroughly, 
with  a  view  to  guarding  the  policies  and  interests  of  our  members  throughout 
the  different  sections  of  the  country.  As  a  result  of  these  labors,  your  Com¬ 
mittee  concluded  to  modify  the  definition  for  standard  malt  liquors  hereto¬ 
fore  proposed  to  the  Standards  Committee,  and  decided  upon  the  following 
definition : 

Beer  (Lager  Beer,  Ale,  Porter,  Stout,  Weiss  Beer)  is  a  Bever¬ 
age  MADE  BY  THE  ALCOHOLIC  FERMENTATION  OF  AN  INFUSION  IN  POTABLE 
Water  of  Barley-Malt  and  Hops,  with  or  without  other  Malted 
Cereals  or  Products  from  Cereals.  It  is  Produced  by  Alcoholic 
Fermentation  from  Original  Wort  (Prior  to  the  Addition  of  Yeast), 
Containing  in  ioo  Grams  not  less  than  (10)  Grams  of  Extract. 

This  proposition  was  laid  before  the  Standards  Committee  at  the  hearing 
above  referred  to,  and  thoroughly  discussed.  No  decision  with  reference 
thereto  was  reached  at  the  time  by  the  Standards  Committee,  nor  are  we 
advised  at  this  time  that  a  conclusion  has  been  arrived  at. 

The  Barley  Improvement  Question. 

In  connection  with  the  movement  for  the  improvement  of  brewing 
barley,  there  is  little  that  is  new  to  be  said,  the  subject  having  been  ex¬ 
haustively  covered  in  our  last  report.  The  following  letter  addressed  by 
Dr.  Robert  Wahl  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  covers  the  only  develop¬ 
ments  of  importance  during  the  past  year: 

To  the  Hon.  James  Wilson, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir: — We  have  been  informed  that  last  year  several  thousand  bushels 
of  European  two-rowed  pedigree  barley  were  introduced  and  used  in  Wis¬ 
consin  for  seeding  purposes,  the  ultimate  object  being  to  displace  the  six- 
rowed  barleys  at  present  forming  almost  exclusively  the  entire  bulk  of 
barley  cultivated  in  our  main  barley  growing  States,  like  Iowa,  Minnesota, 
Wisconsin,  South  Dakota,  North  Dakota  and  to  a  minor  extent  Michigan, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania  and  New  York.  We  understand  that  this  work  was 
done  under  the  provisions  of  a  congressional  enactment  supported  by  a 
congressional  appropriation  made  for  the  purpose  of  improving  the  American 
barleys. 

We  can  not  but  view  with  misgivings  the  efforts  to  displace  by  European 
two-rowed  varieties  the  six-rowed  Manchuria  or  similar  types  of  barley 
grown  in  the  above  mentioned  States  since,  even  granting  the  possibility 
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of  their  successful  cultivation  from  an  agronomic  point  of  view,  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  the  two-rowed  barleys  would  tend  to  create  a  serious  situation 
because  of  the  following  reasons: 

1.  The  difficulty,  if  not  impossibility,  of  securing  unmixed  barleys 
where  different  types  are  grown  in  contiguous  territories. 

2.  The  impossibility  of  obtaining  a  good  and  uniform  quality  of  malt 
from  such  mixtures,  as  each  type  necessitates  specialized  treatment  in  malting 
operations. 

3.  Because  a  malt  produced  from  the  Manchuria  type  of  barley,  with 
its  higher  albumen  and  phosphate  content,  assures  beers  richer  in  those 
valuable  constituents  like  albumen  and  phosphoric  acid,  which  are  used 
as  an  index  of  quality  by  all  recognized  authorities,  including  the  United 
States  Pure  Food  Commission. 

4.  The  unsuitability  of  the  two-rowed  barley  for  the  production  of 
high  grade  American  bottle  beers  and  the  consequent  refusal  of  brewers 
generally  to  accept  malt  produced  from  the  same. 

We  therefore  respectfully  recommend,  firstly,  that  all  efforts  to 
displace  the  Manchuria  or  similar  types  of  barley  at  present  cultivated  in 
above  mentioned  States  by  two-rowed  varieties  be  discontinued ;  secondly, 
that  the  efforts  at  improvement  of  the  American  barleys  to  be  cultivated 
in  these  States  be  directed  towards  the  improvement  of  the  existing  varieties 
or  types,  like  the  Manchuria  or  similar  six-rowed  varieties,  and  that  these 
varieties  form  the  basic  material  for  pedigree  cultures  to  the  entire  exclusion 
of  the  two-rowed  types;  thirdly,  that  the  efforts  at  introducing  new  two- 
rowed  varieties  of  barley  be  limited  to  those  States,  like  California,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Oregon,  Washington,  Utah,  whose  climatic  conditions  seem  to 
favor  their  cultivation,  yielding  as  they  do,  crops  of  barley  similar  to 
that  produced  in  Europe,  in  the  markets  of  which  they  find  ready  pur¬ 
chasers,  while  the  American  market  regards  them  with  well  founded 
suspicion  for  above  mentioned  reasons  enumerated  under  clauses  three 
and  four. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

(Signed)  ROBERT  WAHL. 

Chicago,  March  9th,  1908. 

As  to  Barley  Varieties. 

The  above  letter  of  Mr.  Wahl,  and  an  identical  letter  in  the  form  of  a 
petition  to  Secretary  Wilson,  from  the  United  States  Maltsters’  Association, 
deserve  careful  study  by  all  brewers  and  maltsters.  Most  of  the  statements 
made  therein  will  probably  be  concurred  in  by  the  majority  of  those  who 
are  interested  in  these  questions.  But  the  assertion  that  the  American 
market  regards  with  well-founded  suspicion  the  heavy-berried  varieties  of  bar¬ 
ley  from  the  Pacific  Coast  States  needs  some  qualification,  for  many  brewers 
continue  to  make  very  good  beer  with  both  Chevalier  and  Bay  Brewing 
Barley.  Moreover  the  brewers  west  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  use  for  much 
of  their  malt,  the  barley  grown  in  their  home  States.  Although  it  is  true 
that  most  of  the  barley  shipped  from  the  Pacific  Coast  goes  to  England  and 
the  European  Continent,  we  must  not  forget  that  many  brewers  in  all  parts 
of  the  United  States,  use  these  barleys,  even  if  not  specially  adapted  for 
bottled  beer.  It  should  be  remembered  that  draught  beer,  after  all,  still 
forms  the  bulk  of  beer  consumed  in  our  country. 

A  strong  reason  for  devoting  great  attention  to  the  barley  grown  on  the 
Pacific  Coast  lies  in  the  fact  that  owing  to  the  more  stable  conditions  of  the 
•climate  on  the  Western  side  of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  the  crop  produced 
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there  is  a  more  certain  factor  and  helps  to  steady  the  prices  of  the  American 
barley  market  in  general.  It  may  be  only  a  surmise,  but  it  probably  is  true, 
that  had  it  not  been  for  the  excellent  quality  and  plentiful  crop  of  Pacific 
Coast  barley  harvested  this  year,  the  price  of  barley,  high  as  it  was  at  one 
time,  would  have  been  very  much  higher.  It  is  fortunate  for  the  brewing 
industry  that  the  Department  of  Agriculture  is  giving  the  matter  of  barley 
and  also  hop  culture  its  serious  consideration,  and  it  is  well  that  a  beginning 
has  been  made,  for  it  must  be  evident  to  all  barley  purchasers  that  there  has 
been  a  steady  deterioration  in  the  quality  of  barley  grown  east  of  the  Pacific 
Coast,  excepting  probably  the  Dakotas. 

There  is  a  widespread  interest  on  the  part  of  the  brewers  in  seeing 
that  this  serious  phase  of  barley  culture  be  remedied.  The  Board  of  Trustees 
has  received  several  communications  from  Mr.  Adolphus  Busch,  who  views 
with  great  misgivings  this  state  of  affairs.  Owing  to  the  great  advance  in 
the  methods  of  brewing  in  this  country  during  the  last  two  decades, 
steady  improvement  in  the  quality  of  beer  has  been  obtained,  but  if  the 
principal  material  from  which  beer  is  made  continues  to  deteriorate,  improve¬ 
ment  in  quality  cannot  proceed.  It  may  be  that  the  condition  of  the  soil 
on  which  barley  is  cultivated  is  steadily  deteriorating,  and  will  continue  to 
do  so,  unless  farmers  pay  more  attention  to  the  fertilization  of  their 
lands.  However,  the  only  source  from  which  farmers  will  take  advice  is 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  which  is  investigating  this  subject.  The 
only  practical  way  that  brewers  and  maltsters  can  help  to  bring  about  an 
improvement  in  barley  and  hop  culture  is  by  paying  a  higher  price  for  a 
better  grade  of  goods,  thus  giving  the  farmer  an  incentive  to  be  more  careful 
to  produce  quality  as  against  mere  quantity.  This,  it  may  be  contended, 
is  being  done— but  the  difference  in  price  between  high  quality  of  brewing 
material  and  the  average  quality  is  not  sufficient  to  reimburse  the  producer 
for  the  extra  care  and  attention  that  it  requires  to  obtain  quality  as  against 
mere  quantity.  In  European  countries  there  are  yearly  exhibitions  of  barley 
and  hops,  and  prizes  are  awarded  for  the  best  of  these,  and  the  widest  pub¬ 
licity  is  given  to  the  successful  competitors. 

It  is  now  seven  years  since  the  Department  of  Agriculture  first  gave 
its  attention  to  this  work,  and  though  the  results  are  not  yet  evident,  it 
is  to  be  remembered  that  each  farming  experiment  takes  a  year,  so  that  re¬ 
sults  in  this  direction  cannot  but  be  of  very  slow  growth. 

Members  who  care  to  inform  themselves  of  the  status  of  this  work 
cannot  do  better  than  refer  to  our  last  year’s  convention  report,  which  has 
a  full  account  of  what  the  Department,  and  what  Dr.  Robert  Wahl,  Special 
Agent,  are  doing. 

Temperance  Beer. 

One  result  of  the  Prohibition  movement  is  that  there  has  been  a  very 
considerable  increase  in  the  manufacture  of  so-called  temperance  beer. 
Especially  in  the  Southern  States  has  the  matter  become  one  of  vital  im¬ 
portance  to  the  brewers,  since  the  manufacture  of  such  beers  may  enable 
many  to  tide  over  the  evil  time  of  Prohibition.  At  present,  however,  there 
is  much  uncertainty  regarding  the  question  whether  a  beer  containing  less 
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than  one-half  of  one  per  cent,  of  alcohol  would  be  exempt  from  taxation  un¬ 
der  all  conditions,  or  only  in  case  the  product  never  contained  any  higher 
percentage  at  any  stage  of  its  manufacture;  also  as  to  the  permissibility 
of  such  manufacture  by  regular  brewers.  Our  General  Counsel,  Mr.  Robert 
Crain ,  having  brought  the  various  points  involved  to  the  attention  of  the 
Treasury  Department,  the  following  explicit  instructions  have  been  issued: 

(T.  D.  1360) 

TEMPERANCE  BEER. 

MANUFACTURE  OF  SOFT  DRINKS  AND  BEVERAGES  CONTAINING  LESS  THAN 

ONE-HALF  OF  ONE  PER  CENT.  OF  ALCOHOL  ON  BREWERY  PREMISES. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT, 

OFFICE  OF  COMMISSIONER  OF  INTERNAL  REVENUE. 

Washington,  D.  C.,  May  19th,  1908. 

Sir: — Referring  to  your  conference  with  this  office  relative  to  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  so-called  “temperance  beer”  on  the  premises  of  a  regular  brewery, 
I  have  the  honor  to  advise  you  that,  as  stated  in  T.  D.  1345,  this  office  has 
not  approved  the  manufacture  of  soft  drinks  and  untaxable  beverages  on 
the  premises  of  a  brewery  producing  taxable  fermented  liquors,  for  the 
reason  that  such  practice  would  necessarily  be  subjected  to  close  supervision, 
and  would  probably  result  in  much  annoyance  both  to  the  manufacturer 
and  to  revenue  officers. 

There  is,  however,  no  provision  of  law  or  regulations  which  specifically 
prohibits  such  practice,  and  if  brewers  undertake  to  manufacture  such  a 
beverage  it  is  desirable  that  the  position  of  this  office  be  clearly  understood. 

T.  D.  1307,  holding  that  a  beverage  containing  less  than  one-half  of 
one  per  cent,  of  alcohol  is  not  taxable  as  a  fermented  liquor,  is  based  upon 
the  belief,  reached  after  careful  examination  of  numerous  samples  submitted 
to  this  office,  that  such  a  beverage,  made  from  a  wort  in  which  a  small  quan¬ 
tity  of  malt  or  other  material  is  used,  that  the  product  when  fully  fermented 
does  not  contain  one-half  of  one  per  cent,  of  alcohol,  or  made  from  a  wort 
containing  ordinary  amounts  of  malt  or  other  material  and  only  slightly 
fermented,  does  not  resemble  any  of  the  fermented  liquors  enumerated 
in  the  statute  imposing  a  tax  on  such  liquors  sufficiently  closely  to.be  classified 
as  such. 

The  manufacture  of  any  fermented  mash,  wort,  or  wash  and  the  separa¬ 
tion  of  any  process  of  the  alcoholic  content  therefrom,  except  upon  the 
premises  of  a  registered  distillery,  is  prohibited  by  section  3282  Revised 
Statutes;  but  a  proviso  to  the  section  expressly  exempts  fermented  liquors 
from  its  provisions. 

It  is  therefore  held  that  the  manufacture  of  an  ordinary  beer,  and  the 
reduction  of  the  alcoholic  content  to  less  than  one-half  of  one  per  cent,  by 
boiling  in  the  open  air,  or  by  any  other  process,  is  prohibited  unless  the 
product  is  brought  within  the  exemption  of  the  proviso  by  being  tax  paid 
as  a  fermented  liquor,  regardless  of  its  alcoholic  content,  but  such  product, 
containing  less  than  one-half  of  one  per  cent,  of  alcohol  may  be  sold  by 
retailers  without  the  payment  of  special  tax. 

Brewers  who  manufacture  a  beverage  by  this  process  should  treat  it 
in  all  respects  as  a  fermented  liquor,  taking  up  on  their  records  the  material 
from  which  it  is  made. 

Brewers  who  also  manufacture  a  beverage  which  does  not  at  any  pro¬ 
cess  of  manufacture  contain  more  than  one-half  of  one  per  cent,  of  alcohol 
should  credit  themselves,  by  separate  red-ink  entries,  on  their  material 
book  with  the  quantity  of  materials  used  for  this  specific  purpose;  and 
should  use  the  utmost  care  to  keep  the  processes  as  well  as  the  materials 
used  in  the  production  of  the  two  classes  of  beverages  separate,  and  to  keep 
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the  taxable  and  untaxable  articles  separate  and  distinct  one  from  the  other. 
The  temperance  beverage  when  removed  from  the  brewery  premises  must  be 
contained  in  packages  unlike  those  ordinarily  used  for  containing  fermented 
liquor. 

Respectfully, 

JOHN  G.  CAPER,  Commissioner. 

At  Manassas,  Va.,  which  was  voted  dry  in  March,  the  interpretation 
of  the  Byrd  Liquor  Law  permitting  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  non-alcoholic 
beer,  is  troubling  the  local  authorities.  A  brewing  company  has  opened  a 
saloon  and  is  doing  a  brisk  business  under  this  section  of  the  law,  viz. : 

“That  ‘malt  beverage’  within  the  meaning  of  this  section  shall  be 
construed  to  be  the  product  of  a  brewing  plant  or  brewery,  and  shall  as  to  its 
composition  comply  with  the  standards  now  or  as  may  hereafter  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Pure  Food  Commission  of  the  United  States,  but  shall  be  non¬ 
intoxicating  and  in  no  event  contain  in  excess  of  two  and  one-quarter  per 
cent,  of  alcohol.” 

The  brewery  contends  that  it  does  not  have  to  obtain  a  special  license 
from  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  county  nor  from  the  town,  as  would  an  ordinary 
liquor  dealer.  The  “drys,”  on  the  other  hand,  insist  that  it  was  never  the 
intention  of  the  Legislature  to  permit  the  products  of  a  brewery  to  be  sold 
in  a  “dry”  territory;  and  that,  if  the  contention  of  the  brewery  is  correct, 
they  would  far  rather  have  the  licensed  saloons,  subject  to  police  control 
and  regulation. 

The  same  questions  have  arisen  in  a  number  of  other  Virginia  towns 
which  were  recently  voted  “dry”  and  where  the  same  beverage  is  being 
introduced. 

Appropriation 


For  the  ensuing  year  we  would  respectfully  request  an  appropriation 
of  the  sum  of  Two  Hundred  Dollars  to  be  used  in  furtherance  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee’s  work. 


Respectfully  submitted : 

LOUIS  B.  SCHRAM.  Chairman. 


HUGH  F.  FOX, 
A.  G.  HUPFEL,  Jr., 

JOHN  REISENWEBER, 
JULIUS  STROH, 

ERNEST  FECKER,  Jr., 
ALBERT  LACKMANN, 

JOHN  M.  LEICHT, 

ALBERT 


Secretary. 

R.  J.  SCHAEFER, 

E.  G.  W.  WOERZ, 

HENRY  FRESENIUS, 

SIMON  SEIBERT, 

HENRY  UIHLEIN, 

OTTO  F.  STIFEL, 

CARRY, 

Advisory  Committee. 


THE  PRESIDENT: — Gentlemen,  you  have  heard  the'report 
of  the  Advisory  Committee.  What  is  your  pleasure  with  respect 
to  it? 

MR.  SCHAEFER: — -I  move  that  the  report  be  adopted. 

The  motion  was  carried. 
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THE  PRESIDENT: — I  now  call  upon  Mr.  Lieber,  Chairman 
of  the  Vigilance  Committee,  for  his  report. 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Lieber,  Mr.  Monahan,  of  the  Literary 
Bureau,  read  extracts  from  the  report  of  the  Vigilance  Committee. 

The  report  of  the  Vigilance  Committee  is  as  follows: 

REPORT  OF  THE  VIGILANCE  COMMITTEE. 

The  report  which  we  have  the  honor  to  submit  to  you  at  this  Forty- 
eighth  Convention  of  our  Association  is  for  the  most  part  a  tale  of  war.  It 
is  indeed  the  literal  truth  that  our  industry,  important  though  it  be  to 
civilization  and  to  the  material  interests  of  this  country,  is  in  many  States 
driven  to  a  fight  for  life  with  the  forces  of  intolerance.  Not  in  a  half  century 
has  there  been  witnessed  in  our  country  anything  like  the  contest  which  the 
Prohibitionists  are  now  forcing  upon  us.  In  truth  the  so-called  temperance 
movement  of  the  middle  of  the  last  century,  though  similar  to  the  present 
one  in  certain  emotional  respects,  in  its  unreason  and  extravagance,  was 
far  less  formidable  to  the  interests  which  it  attacked.  Backed  by  a  power¬ 
ful  though  illogical  and  superficial  religious  sentiment,  and  furnished  with 
unlimited  “sinews  of  war,  ”  it  is  not  surprising  that  our  enemies  deem  their 
“cause”  irresistible.  That  we  are  holding  them  in  check,  inferior  as  we  are 
to  them  in  all  the  elements  of  power,  can  be  due  only  to  the  virtue  of  those 
principles  by  which  the  Republic  lives.  The  people  are  at  length  beginning 
to  see  that  the  precious  principles  of  liberty  and  justice  and  toleration  are 
directly  menaced  in  the  fight  made  upon  us,  and  hence  the  change  in  public 
sentiment  which  is  slowly,  yet  unmistakably,  making  itself  felt. 

Below  we  present  a  review  of  matters  of  legislation  specially  affecting 
our  interests  in  the  different  States,  and  we  commend  it  to  the  careful  con¬ 
sideration  of  our  members.  In  connection  therewith  we  beg  to  offer  our 
very  sincere  acknowledgments  to  the  Secretaries  of  the  various  State  As¬ 
sociations  and  others  who  have  aided  us  in  the  preparation  of  this  report. 

Colorado  threatens  soon  to  become  one  of  the  storm  centers  of  Anti- 
Saloon  League  agitation.  The  League  has  a  strong  organization  in  the 
State.  The  brewers  have  an  effective  State  organization  which  gave  a  very 
fair  account  of  itself  in  the  April  elections  covering  towns  of  the  third  and 
fourth  class.  Next  fall  a  new  Legislature  will  be  called  and  it  is  expected 
that  a  half  dozen  prohibitory  amendments  to  the  constitution  will  be 
proposed.  The  brewers  will  make  an  extraordinary  effort  to  help  in  the 
election  of  liberal  candidates.  The  campaign  of  education  and  publicity 
is  being  extended  wherever  possible. 

Certain  recent  decisions  may  change  the  construction  of  the  State 
Local  Option  law  passed  two  years  ago. 

Mr.  Adolph  J.  Zang  has  kindly  communicated  the  foregoing. 
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Delaware. — Regarding  affairs  in  this  State,  Mr,  John  G.  Hartmann 
reports : 

“In  November  last  the  question  of  the  right  to  sell  intoxicatingjliquors 
was  put  to  a  vote  in  this  State  following  a  previous  action  of  the  State 
Legislature  to  that  effect.  The  State  was  divided,  for  this  purpose,  into 
four  Districts  as  follows:  Sussex  County,  Kent  County,  Rural  New  Castle 
County  and  the  City  of  Wilmington.  The  liquor  interests  organized  the 
Business  Men’s  Protective  Association  and  fought  the  matter  to  the  best 
of  their  ability  through  the  newspapers,  public  meetings,  circulars  and  at 
the  polls.  The  Anti-Saloon  League  put  up  a  vigorous  campaign  in  the 
pulpits,  in  the  streets,  in  public  meetings,  and  especially  in  the  country 
districts,  by  having  large  delegations  of  women  and  children  at  the  polling 
places. 

‘  ‘  The  result  was  that  we  lost  the  privilege  of  selling  liquor  in  the  two 
lower  counties  in  the  State  and  retained  it  in  Wilmington  and  Rural  New 
Castle  County. 

“  An  ukase  has  been  issued  by  our  judges  to  the  effect  that  all  saloons, 
hotel  bars  and  restaurant  bars  shall  be  closed  at  eleven  o’clock  every  night 
and  remain  closed  until  six  o’clock  the  next  morning. 

•  ‘While  there  is  no  law  for  this,  the  judges  in  this  State  grant  all  of  the 
licenses  and  they  have  given  out  that  a  failure  to  comply  with  these 
rules  would  be  considered  a  good  cause  for  refusing  to  grant  a  renewal  of  a 
license.” 

Illinois  proved  to  be  one  of  the  great  battle  grounds  of  the  campaign 
and,  all  things  considered,  she  gave  a  worthy  account  of  herself.  Mr.  Frank 
H.  Pietsch,  Secretary  of  the  Illinois  Brewers’  Association,  writes  us  that 
since  the  enactment  of  the  Local  Option  law  in  May,  1907,  the  Anti-Saloon 
League  had  been  working  night  and  day  throughout  the  whole  State,  causing 
petitions  to  be  circulated  in  over  eleven  hundred  townships.  The  recent 
approval  of  the  law  as  constitutional  puts  out  of  business  something  like 
a  thousand  saloons,  mostly  in  the  villages  and  townships. 

The  various  local  option  contests  in  April  were  stubbornly  contested. 
In  general  the  advantage  remained  with  our  side,  the  friends  of  personal 
liberty  carrying  all  the  principal  cities  of  the  State,  with  the  exception  of 
Galesburg,  Decatur  and  Rockford.  The  question  was  not  voted  upon  in 
Chicago,  Peoria,  Quincy  or  East  St.  Louis. 

The  result  of  the  second  general  election  in  April  was  more  decisively 
in  our  favor  than  that  of  the  first.  In  Cairo,  the  largest  city  included  in 
the  contest,  the  vote  for  the  saloon  was  4,005,  while  the  Antis  polled  but  653. 
Of  the  towns,  thirty-nine  voted  “wet”  and  twenty-three  “dry.”  That  our 
forces  made  so  good  a  showing  is  felt  to  be  entirely  due  to  the  campaign  of 
publicity  and  education  effectively  carried  on  by  the  Illinois  brewers  with 
the  aid  and  cooperation  of  the  National  Association.  Had  it  been  in¬ 
augurated  earlier,  the  results  would  have  been  more  favorable  to  our  side. 

Speaking  of  the  general  results  of  the  second  election,  Mr.  Rudolf 
Brand,  President  of  the  United  States  Brewing  Company,  said: 

“It  was  a  great  victory"  for  our  side.  In  many  towns  and  villages 
throughout  the  State  the  liquor  interests  won  by  overwhelming  majorities. 
The  results  in  Cairo  and  Blue  Island,  particularly,  show  that  the  claims 
of  the  Prohibitionists  were  false.  In  Cairo  the  complete  route  of  the 
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illiberal  element  demonstrates  that  the  citizens  are  not  being  swayed  by 
the  so-called  Prohibition  wave. 

“We  were  much  interested  in  the  results  in  Decatur,  which  went  dry 
in  the  first  election.  In  the  second  election  Prohibitionists  failed  in  every 
contest  to  elect  ‘dry’  aldermen  in  Decatur.  The  results  in  the  Cook  County 
villages  were  also  gratifying.  Returns  from  every  section  indicate  that  the 
sentiment  has  turned,  that  people  realize  that  no-license  is  not  a  good  thing 
for  the  communities. 

“In  the  fall  elections  the  saloon  question  will  be  forced  to  the  front 
again  in  all  cities  and  villages  located  in  townships  that  went  ‘dry’  in  the 
last  three  elections.  By  that  time  our  interests  will  be  thoroughly  organized 
throughout  the  State.  We  will  meet  the  Prohibitionists  at  every  step,  and 
in  some  places  we  will  carry  the  issue  to  them.  The  coming  legislative 
campaign  will  also  be  attended  to.  We  are  preparing  now  for  that,  and 
believe  that  the  summer  campaign  will  bring  results  unexpected  to  the 
Anti-Saloon  party.” 

The  Local  Option  bill,  as  originally  drawn,  was  intended  to  apply  to 
counties,  towns,  precincts,  cities,  villages,  wards  in  cities  and  subdivisions  of 
wards.  Our  friends  succeeded  in  having  the  counties,  wards  and  ward  sub¬ 
divisions  eliminated  from  the  . bill,  which  now  applies  to  cities,  villages  and 
townships  and  to  precincts  in  counties  not  under  township  organization, 
which  precincts  correspond  with  townships  in  counties  under  township 
organization. 


Indiana. — The  Anti-Saloon  League  has  availed  itself  of  the  remon¬ 
strance  laws  during  the  year  for  the  purpose  of  excluding  saloons  from 
city  wards  and  county  townships.  A  large  number  has  thus  been  put  out 
of  business. 

In  addition  to  the  present  liquor  laws  of  the  State  a  law  for  local  option 
elections  in  counties  is  now  being  vigorously  agitated  by  the  Anti-Saloon 
League. 

The  suit  brought  by  the  Attorney  General  against  twenty  breweries 
for  alleged  ownership  of  saloons  is  still  pending. 


Kentucky. — Mr.  Chas.  D.  Goepper,  Secretary  of  the  Kentucky  Brewers’ 
Association,  furnishes  the  following  abstract  of  matters  affecting  our  trade 
during  the  past  year. 

The  Legislature  passed  a  Pure  Food  Law  identical  with  the  National 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  except  that  it  does  not  provide  exemption  for  the 
retailer  selling  unaltered  packages  under  the  manufacturer’s  registered 
guaranty. 

The  “County  Unit  Bill”  which  passed  the  House  by  a  vote  of  about 
four  to  one  was  never  reported  in  the  Senate.  It  would  have  made  the 
county  the  unit  in  local  option  elections. 

This  bill  was  the  subject  of  a  bitter  contest  in  the  Senate,  and  efforts 
were  made  to  have  it  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Committee  on  Religion 
and  Morals,  which  was  unwilling  to  report  it.  The  fight  was  prolonged  until 
within  ten  days  of  the  constitutional  termination  of  the  session,  when  under 
the  rules,  no  bills  could  be  reported  without  the  approval  of  the  Committee 
on  Rules.  It  required  a  two-thirds  vote  to  suspend  the  rules  and  call  the 
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bill  from  the  committee,  and  the  advocates  of  the  bill  were  unable  to  get  this 
vote. 

Senate  Bill  No.  193,  which  passed  and  is  now  a  law,  amends  the  charter 
of  cities  of  the  second  class,  so  that  the  city  council  may  impose  a  retail 
license  not  to  exceed  $500.00. 

An  act  was  passed  providing  that  distillers  may  sell  on  their  premises 
only  to  wholesalers  or  license  retailers.  This  bill  was  intended  to  prevent 
the  practice  in  many  dry  districts  of  operating  small  stills  for  the  sole  pur¬ 
pose  of  supplying  the  local  trade  and  doing  a  jug  and  bottle  business  in  spite 
of  the  local  option  law.  There  was  no  opposition  to  the  bill. 

A  bill  to  repeal  the  act  which  prevents  the  manufacturers  of  and  dealers 
in  liquors  in  this  State,  from  shipping  into  any  dry  territory  in  this  State, 
was  defeated.  This  bill  was  advocated  by  all  the  liquor  interests  of  Kentucky, 
upon  the  ground  that  the  present  law  operates  to  give  shippers  outside  the 
State  a  monopoly  of  the  business  of  shipping  into  Kentucky’s  dry  districts. 
Many  temperance  people  favored  the  repeal  of  the  present  shipping  law, 
but  the  friends  of  the  bill  could  not  muster  a  majority. 

No  other  bills  affecting  the  liquor  interests  in  this  State  were  passed. 

The  Anti-Saloon  League  was  most  active  during  the  year  in  electing 
representatives  to  the  Legislature  with  a  view  of  passing  the  county  unit 
bill  and  the  introduction  of  a  bill  making  an  amendment  to  the  constitution 
to  make  State  Prohibition. 

There  were  held  during  the  year,  twenty-three  local  option  elections, 
of  which  the  Drys  carried  fourteen  and  the  Wets  nine.  Three  counties 
were  voted  “dry”  during  the  year.  The  dry  counties,  however,  had 
very  few  saloons. 

The  status  of  our  State  on  May  1st,  1908  is  as  follows: 


Dry  Counties .  92 

Wet  Counties . 27 

Total .  1 19 


The  excise  laws  of  the  State  have  been  amended  in  the  following  cities : 
Owensboro,  license  increased  from  Four  Hundred  to  Six  Hundred  Dollars; 
Mt.  Sterling,  license  increased  from  Five  Hundred  to  Six  Hundred  Dollars: 
Louisville,  license  increased  from  One  Hundred  and  Fifty  to  Five  Hundred 
Dollars ;  Hopkinsville,  license  increased  from  Five  Hundred  to  One  Thousand 
Dollars;  Maysville,  license  increased  from  Two  Hundred  to  Five  Hundred 
Dollars. 

Sunday  closing  and  midnight  closing  is  strictly  observed  throughout 
the  State,  with  the  exception  of  two  cities. 

Maryland  attracted  the  attention  of  the  whole  country  during  the 
winter  past  by  reason  of  the  great  battle  between  the  Anti-Saloon  League 
forces  and  the  friends  of  liberal  government.  Our  zealous  associate  Mr. 
Joseph  S.  Straus  reports  as  follows: 

“The  general  Local  Option  Bill  for  the  State  was  introduced  by  the 
Anti-Saloon  League,  and  after  one  of  the  most  strenuous  fights  we  have  ever 
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engaged  in,  was  defeated  by  a  very  narrow  margin;  but  they  succeeded  in 
getting  bills  passed  for  three  of  our  counties  in  the  State  to  vote  on  the 
question.  One  county  has  already  voted  and  gone  dry,  and  with  the  sitting 
of  each  Legislature  biennially,  the  Anti-Saloon  League  succeeds  in  getting 
a  little  more  dry  territory  in  our  State. 

“In  conducting  the  fight  for  general  local  option,  the  Anti-Saloon 
League  employed  the  same  methods  here  as  are  used  by  them  elsewhere, 
namely:  petitions  through  the  churches,  then  through  the  women,  and 
as  a  last  resort,  threats  to  the  members  of  the  Legislature  against  their  re- 
election  if  they  did  not  vote  for  the  bills,  while  hundreds  of  letters  were 
sent  to  each  member  of  the  Legislature  during  the  session.  We  were  com¬ 
pelled  to  either  fight  the  Higher  License  Bill,  or  the  Local  Option  Bill,  and 
we  fought  the  latter. 

“Representative  citizens  here  inaugurated  a  Property  Holders’  Pro¬ 
tective  Association,  which  embraced  the  great  bulk  of  our  property  owners, 
who  while  favoring  higher  license,  opposed  local  option.  Our  local  news¬ 
papers  favored  high  license,  and  on  account  of  our  attitude  in  not  opposing 
the  license  bills,  they  did  not  advocate  local  option. 

“Our  license  fees  have  been  increased  from  $250.00  to$5oo.oo  this  year, 
$750.00  next  year,  and  $1,000.00  thereafter.  Clubs  must  pay  similar  rates.” 

By  an  unintentional  error  in  the  new  liquor  law  saloon  keepers  of 
Curtis  Bay  and  Brooklyn  (Anne  Arundel  County)  are  permitted  to  sell  only 
between  the  hours  of  6  a.  m.  and  noon.  At  this  writing  there  seems  no  way 
of  obtaining  relief  from  the  consequences  of  the  blunder.  Bona  fide  hotel 
keepers  are  excepted. 


Massachusetts. — Mr.  Henry  A.  Rueter  affords  us  the  following  informa¬ 
tion  touching  the  campaign  in  the  Old  Bay  State : 

“Many  vexatious  and  dangerous  bills  are  introduced  at  every  session 
of  the  Massachusetts  Legislature,  and  this  year  is  no  exception.  Some 
of  these  bills  were  so  absurd  as  to  insure  their  defeat — notably  one  forbidding 
financial  relations  between  brewer  or  wholesaler  and  retailer  and  even 
limiting  the  credit  that  might  be  extended  for  goods.  A  dangerous  measure 
which  we  defeated  with  much  difficulty,  was  the  District  Option  bill,  so- 
called,  which  would  divide  Boston  into  eight  separate  districts  voting  on 
license  or  no-license  independently.  This  bill  (nearly)  was  passed  in  1902 
but  rejected  on  a  popular  referendum.  It  was  urged  again  last  year  but 
beaten  by  a  tie  vote  in  the  lower  branch.  This  year  it  came  up 
again,  with  a  referendum  by  districts,  instead  of  to  the  whole  city, 
attached.  Another  bill  provided  that  no  saloon  should  have  more  than 
one  license — that  is,  if  liquors  were  sold  to  be  drunk  on  the  premises, 
liquors  could  not  be  sold  not  to  be  drunk  on  the  premises,  and  vice 
versa.  This  bill  would  kill  the  can  trade  from  the  saloon,  and  create 
separate  stores  for  bottled  goods.  Indirectly,  under  our  law  of  1,000 
licenses  in  Boston  and  no  more,  it  would  diminish  the  number  of  saloons 
where  liquors  are  sold  over  the  bar  for  consumption  on  the  premises  by 
just  so  many  licenses  as  would  be  required  to  put  exclusively  bottled 
goods  stores  in  operation.  For  now  a  store  having  what  we  call  first  and 
fourth  class  licenses  (retail  and  wholesale)  counts  as  only  one  in  making  up 
the  1,000  Boston  licenses;  whereas,  these  licenses  separated  and  exercised 
in  separate  stores  would  count  two.  This  bill  also  was  reported  on  adversely 
by  fhe  Liquor  Law  Committee,  eight  to  one.  Both  these  bills,  however, 
have  many  adherents  in  the  Legislature,  and  efforts  to  revive  them  will  un¬ 
doubtedly  be  made.  A  bill  amending  our  ‘pony  express’  law  (regulating 
shipment  of  liquors  into  no-license  towns  and  cities)  in  a  way  hostile  to  our 
interests,  failed  to  pass.  In  a  general  way  the  Liquor  Law  Committee 
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this  year  may  be  said  to  have  been  made  up  of  broader-minded  men 
than  usual,  and  to  have  given  us  fair  treatment,  with  less  consideration 
for  the  views  of  professional  Prohibitionists. 

“The  Anti-Saloon  League  we  have  always  with  us.  It  backed  all  the 
vexatious  bills  before  the  Legislature,  but  was  not  able  to  obscure  or  keep 
in  the  background  the  professional  Prohibitionist  element.  It  worked  for 
no-license  at  our  annual  elections,  but  we  do  not  note  that  it  made  any 
net  gains. 

“Our  annual  elections  resulted  in  the  usual  gains  and  losses;  but  we 
do  not  feel  depressed  over  the  outcome  at  large.  Three  cities — Worcester, 
Lynn  and  Haverhill — went  dry ;  but  many  believe  the  reasons  can  be  found 
in  purely  local  conditions  not  associated  in  any  way  with  the  so-called 
Prohibition  wave.  Two  cities — Chelsea  and  Fitchburg — changed  from 
‘No’  to  ‘Yes,’  and  that  without  any  special  effort  to  carry  them  for 
license.  Massachusetts  towns  broke  about  even  as  to  the  changes.  A 
number  of  normally  wet  Worcester  county  towns  went  dry  as  a  result  of 
the  city  of  Worcester  going  dry,  the  towns  near  by  not  desiring  Worcester 
liquor  trade  focussed  in  their  small  and  ill-policed  villages.  Altogether, 
we  consider  that  we  have  held  our  own  in  the  matter  of  ‘  Yes  ’  territory. 

“A  minor  bill  was  passed  by  the  Legislature  giving  the  Licensing  Board 
for  the  City  of  Boston  power  to  suspend  a  license  for  a  stated  period  as 
discipline  for  minor  violations  of  the  liquor  law.  Before  this  the  Board 
could  only  reprimand  or  revoke  the  license.  This  bill  was  asked  for  by  the 
Board  and  was  not  seriously  opposed  by  anyone,  as  it  was  thought  on  the 
whole  a  benefit  to  licensees  who  might  incur  the  displeasure  of  the  Board 
for  cause,  and  who  might  suffer  revocation  of  license  in  place  of  the  lighter 
penalty  of  suspension. 

“  The  only  piece  of  legislation  passed  was  one  of  minor  importance,  which 
gives  to  the  Licensing  Board  the  option  of  suspending  a  man’s  license  for 
any  slight  infraction  of  the  law,  whereas  hitherto  if  he  broke  the  statutes 
of  the  State,  they  were  obliged  to  revoke  his  license.” 


Michigan. — In  the  county  elections  held  in  April  the  “drys”  had  de¬ 
cidedly  the  better  of  it.  Governor  Warner  has  declared  that  he  will  hold 
the  officials  of  the  dry  counties  to  a  strict  enforcement  of  the  law.  Such 
a  course  would  tend  to  make  Prohibition  by  statute  exceedingly  unpopular. 
In  Detroit  the  liquor  people  have  agreed  with  a  Citizens’  Committee  and  a 
Committee  of  the  Municipal  Council,  that  saloons  in  residence  districts 
must  have  the  approval  of  a  majority  of  the  heads  of  families  within  five 
hundred  feet  of  the  proposed  location.  The  police  profess  to  be  making 
every  effort  to  close  out  the  “blind  pigs”  and  similar  dives  and  they  are 
also  giving  their  attention  to  the  Sunday  closing  law. 


Minnesota,  Iowa,  the  Dakotas. — Our  energetic  associate,  Mr.  F.  W. 
Zollman,  writes  us  as  follows : 

“The  excise  laws  of  Minnesota  have  not  been  amended  during  the  past 
year.  We  have  had  no  legislative  session.  There  will,  however,  be  a 
legislative  session  commencing  on  the  first  Monday  of  January,  1909,  during 
which  we  anticipate  a  strenuous  effort  on  part  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League 
to  force  upon  the  State  county  option. 

“The  Anti-Saloon  League  has  been  very  active  throughout  the  State 
agitating  the  adoption  of  a  county  option  law.  The  League  has  heretofore 
been  in  politics  and  we  anticipate  that  it  will  work  the  political  game  stronger 
than  ever  during  the  coming  summer  and  fall.  The  Anti-Saloon  League 
was  particularly  busy  at  our  local  option  spring  elections.  Such  elections 
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are  held  on  March  ioth,  April  3rd,  10th  and  21st.  At  these  elections  we 
sustained  a  loss  of  ten  to  fifteen  towns,  with  majorities  cut  down  in  those 
which  carried  for  license  in  a  number  of  instances.  The  result,  however, 
was  not  disappointing  after  all,  when  we  consider  that  the  Anti-Saloon 
League  has  been  perniciously  active  in  this  State  for  fully  a  year  preceding 
these  elections. 

“We  are  meeting  the  Anti-Saloon  work  by  an  educational  campaign. 
We  are  distributing  literature  extensively  and  keeping  in  touch  as  nearly 
as  we  can,  with  conditions  throughout  the  State.  One  of  the  forceful  factors 
is  the  ‘Traveling  Men’s  Liberty  League,’  comprising  a  membership  of  seven 
hundred  traveling  men. 

“No  questions  in  relation  to  the  traffic  in  general  have  either  been 
agitated  or  disposed  of  at  the  polls,  except  in  so  far  as  the  usual  local  option 
elections  necessarily  dispose  of  the  question  of  license  and  no  license. 

“The  Anti-Saloon  League  is  active  in  the  State  of  Iowa,  but  its  activity 
is  largely  directed  to  securing  the  submission  to  the  electors  of  Iowa  of  a 
constitutional  prohibitory  amendment.  This  agitation  is  being  opposed  by 
a  publicity  and  educational  bureau  conducted  at  Des  Moines,  which  is 
sending  out  literature.  There  are  also  being  organized  in  a  number  of  the 
larger  cities  of  Iowa,  manufacturers’  and  dealers’  clubs,  composed  largely 
of  influential  citizens,  many  of  them  not  connected  with  the  traffic  in  any 
way,  who  are  carrying  on  in  their  respective  localities  an  educational  cam¬ 
paign. 

“In  South  Dakota  a  county  option  law  will  be  voted  upon  under  the 
initiative  in  November,  1908.  The  proposed  law  is  as  vicious  and  un- 
American  as  all  such  laws  are.  Work  along  educational  lines  and  the 
organization  of  the  people  engaged  in  the  trade,  is  being  carried  on  with 
good  effect  in  South  Dakota.” 

Mr.  Percy  S.  Annecke  also  writes  us  regarding  affairs  in  Minnesota : 

“During  the  past  year  there  has  been  a  lively  legal  battle  over  the 
liquor  question  in  St.  Cloud.  In  this  city  the  majority  of  the  citizens 
are  inclined  to  a  liberal  policy,  and  the  saloons  up  to  about  ten 
months  ago  enjoyed  absolute  freedom,  were  well  conducted,  and  no  com¬ 
plaint  was  heard,  excepting  from  fanatics.  The  Anti-Saloon  League, 
however,  insisted  that  the  saloons  in  St.  Cloud  must  obey  the  eleven  o’clock 
closing  law  and  as  to  closing  on  Sunday.  They  first  appealed  to  the  Mayor, 
who  informed  them  that  he  should  govern  the  city  according  to  the  wishes 
of  the  large  majority  of  the  citizens.  They  then  applied  to  the  City  Attorney, 
from  whom  they  received  a  similar  answer.  They  then  appealed  to  the 
County  Attorney  of  the  County  of  Steams,  in  which  St.  Cloud  is  located, 
and  he  declined  to  take  any  part.  They  then  appealed  to  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  State,  who,  on  the  refusal  of  the  Mayor  of  St.  Cloud  to  enforce 
the  law  as  to  hours  and  days  of  closing,  filed  a  petition  for  his  removal  from 
office.  The  Mayor  took  the  position  that  the  Attorney  General  had  no 
jurisdiction  and  demurred  to  the  petition  filed  for  his  removal. 

“The  lower  court  overruled  the  demurrer,  and  on  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Court,  the  order  overruling  the  demurrer  was  affirmed,  it  being  held  that  the 
Attorney  General  had  full  jurisdiction  as  general  law  officer  of  the  State. 
This  order  removed  Mr.  Robinson  as  Mayor  of  St.  Cloud  and  imposed  in 
addition  to  such  removal  from  office,  a  fine  of  $500.00.  This  decision  has 
given  the  Anti-Saloon  League  the  power  to  enforce  liquor  laws  strictly, 
and  they  are  doing  it.” 

Missouri. — Nowhere  is  the  Anti-Saloon  League  more  active  and  ag¬ 
gressive  than  in  this  State.  Under  the  law,  local  option  elections  may  be 
held  every  four  years.  Many  such  elections  have  been  held  since  last  Octo¬ 
ber  and  the  Prohibitionists  won  the  lion’s  share  of  them.  However,  signs 


74 


of  a  change  for  the  better  are  now  manifest  in  the  public  temper  and  more 
favorable  results  may  be  expected  from  future  contests.  The  brewers  have 
formed  a  live  and  thorough  organization  of  their  own  and  with  the  allied 
trades  are  making  a  united  front  against  the  common  enemy.  As  a  result 
of  these  practical  measures  and  of  a  comprehensive  campaign  of  education  r 
it  is  now  evident  that  the  wave  of  intolerance  has  reached  its  height 
and  a  reaction  is  about  to  set  in. 

We  are  informed  by  the  W.  J.  Lemp  Brewing  Company  that  the  various 
recent  elections  would  not  have  been  so  unfavorable  to  our  interests  had  it 
not  been  for  a  new  feature,  lately  injected  in  local  option  campaigns  by  the 
anti-saloon  element,  viz:  the  public  parading  of  preachers,  women  and 
children  on  the  streets  of  the  communities  in  which,  local  option  is  an  issue,, 
on  and  shortly  prior  to  the  date  of  the  election.  The  belief  is  well  justified 
that  by  reason  of  these  spectacular  demonstrations  an  emotional  effect  is 
engendered  to  such  an  extent  as  to  induce  voters  to  abstain  from  voting  at 
all  or  to  cast  their  ballot  for  local  option. 

The  Supreme  Court  has  invalidated  the  Five-Mile  act  forbidding  the 
sale  of  liquor  in  the  vicinity  of  the  State  University,  and  has  upheld  the 
constitutionality  of  the  Local  Option  law. 

New  Jersey. — In  this  liberal  State  the  Anti-Saloon  League  was  set  back 
quite  decisively,  its  local  option  bill  being  defeated  by  a  large  majority  in 
the  Assembly.  However,  a  bill  got  through  for  the  appointment  of  a  com¬ 
mission  by  the  Governor  to  investigate  the  whole  excise  question  and  report 
to  the  next  Legislature.  The  “screen”  provision  of  the  “Bishops’  Law'" 
has  been  held  constitutional. 

By  a  recent  Supreme  Court  decision  Asbury  Park  hotels  lose  their 
licenses.  Saloon  licenses  have  been  raised  at  several  towns  in  the  State. 

A  bill  was  passed  imposing  a  license  of  $100.00  on  all  peddlers  of  bottled 
liquors. 

'3  New  York. — The  Anti-Saloon  League  made  a  poor  figure  in  New  York 
as  compared  with  its  triumphant  attitude  in  certain  other  States.  It  mar¬ 
shalled  all  its  strength  for  the  Gray  Local  Option  bill  which  was  finally 
defeated  in  the  Assembly  excise  committee  on  the  eve  of  adjournment. 

The  Whitney  Excise  Bill  was  adopted  with  a  few  minor  admin¬ 
istrative  amendments.  It  enlarges  the  duties  of  special  agents  to  include 
the  right  of  search  and  seizure  of  liquors  in  unlicensed  places;  prohibits 
the  issuing  of  new  licenses  for  one  year  where  conviction  for  gambling  or 
disorderly  conduct  has  taken  place ;  provides  that  the  bond  given  by  appli¬ 
cants  for  licenses  shall  be  liable  for  false  statements  in  the  application; 
individual  sureties  to  be  freeholders  of  unencumbered  real  estate ;  no  traffic 
within  two  hundred  feet  of  a  church  or  school  at  any  place  for  which  a  license 
has  been  forfeited  upon  conviction  for  violation  of  the  law;  no  selling  of 
liquor  in  places  connected  with  gambling  resorts;  no  liquor  to  be  sold  to 
minors  vmder  eighteen. 

A  bill  was  passed  preventing  established  saloons  from  being  wiped  out 
by  the  building  of  churches  or  religious  institutions  within  two  hundred  feet 


75 


of  the  same.  This  bill  was  still  unsigned  by  the  Governor  when  this  report 
was  printed. 

The  zeal  and  sincerity  with  which  the  brewers  of  New  York  City, 
Buffalo  and  other  places  in  the  State  have  taken  up  the  work  of  purifying 
the  saloon  trade,  so  far  as  they  could  assert  their  influence  to  that  end,  have 
had  an  excellent  effect  upon  public  sentiment.  All  in  all,  the  campaign 
in  the  State  was  very  efficiently  handled  by  Col.  Jacob  Ruppert,  Jr.,  President 
of  the  New  York  Brewers’  Board  of  Trade,  Col.  John  L.  Schwartz,  President 
of  the  State  Association,  and  Mr.  William  Forster,  Counsel  to  the  same.  The 
National  German  Alliance  and  the  New  York  Central  Federated  Union  (an 
immense  labor  body)  cast  their  weight  against  the  proposed  local  option 
bills  and  undoubtedly  aided  much  in  compassing  their  defeat. 


Nebraska.— Mr.  Charles  Metz  obliges  us  with  the  following  summary: 

“There  have  been  no  judicial  decisions  of  importance  affecting  our  trade 
and  no  changes  in  the  excise  laws  during  the  past  year.  The  Gibson  bill 
passed  at  the  1907  session  of  the  Legislature,  prevents  any  brewer  from  leasing 
or  owning  any  real  estate  for  saloon  purposes,  or  in  any  manner  assisting 
a  saloon  keeper  to  get  his  license.  While  we  consider  the  bill  very  drastic 
and  clearly  unconstitutional,  we  have  not  yet  resorted  to  the  courts  to  test 
its  constitutionality,  and  it  has  so  far  been  without  any  very  serious  results 
to  our  business.  The  Anti-Saloon  League  is  very  active  in  our  State,  and 
is  being  opposed  by  a  very  thorough  press  bureau  conducted  by  the 
Manufacturers’  and  Merchants’  Club.  The  ‘drys’  were  more  successful 
than  the  ‘wets’  in  the  spring  elections.” 

Ohio. — There  were  few  hotter  spots  on  the  map  than  this  State  during 
the  campaign  which  occupied  the  greater  part  of  the  past  year.  We  are 
obliged  to  Mr.  William  Hess,  Secretary  of  the  Ohio  Brewers’  Associa¬ 
tion,  for  the  following  summary  of  affairs  in  the  Buckeye  State: 

“During  the  past  year  no  change  has  been  made  in  the  liquor  tax.  The 
constitutionality  of  the  Aiken  law,  providing  for  $1,000.00  tax,  was  passed 
upon  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  Ohio  and  upheld  November  19th,  1907.  The 
law  seems  to  have  little  effect  in  decreasing  the  number  of  saloons,  as  under 
it  and  subject  to  the  other  attacks  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League,  the  official 
number  of  saloons  is  given  as  follows:  July  1906,  9,739;  January  1907, 
9,628;  July  1907,  9,484;  January  1908,  9,418. 

“The  General  Assembly  of  1908  will  probably  pass  into  history  as  the 
most  pronounced  anti-liquor  Legislature  of  Ohio.  Twenty-four  bills 
affecting  the  liquor  traffic  have  been  introduced  since  January  6th,  1908. 
Of  these,  three  were  favorable,  none  of  which  passed.  One  was  to  com¬ 
pensate  saloonists  for  deprivation  of  property  under  the  operation  of  local 
option  laws,  the  other  two,  to  submit  to  the  people  constitutional  amend¬ 
ments  to  provide  for  the  granting  of  liquor  licenses.  Of  the  remaining  bills, 
five  were  passed. 

“The  new  laws  are  as  follows:  By  Senator  Rathbum,  prohibiting  the 
use  of  intoxicants  while  aboard  an  engine,  car  or  train  of  cars  in  this  State; 
by  Senator  Rost,  providing  for  local  option  in  counties,  by  elections  to 
be  held  on  petitions  of  thirty-five  per  cent,  of  the  qualified  electors  thereof, 
the  result  effective  within  thirty  days  after  the  election  and  until  another 
election  not  less  than  three  years  thereafter,  but  leaving  unchanged  any 
prohibition  in  any  municipality,  township  or  residence  district,  thus  operat¬ 
ing  as  an  option  to  make  such  wet  territory  dry  and  not  as  an  equal  option 
to  make  such  dry  territory  wet ;  by  Representative  Jones,  to  prevent  pocket¬ 
ing  of  saloons  in  residence  districts,  by  leaving  in  such  pocket  an  insufficient 
number  of  electors  to  act  under  the  Jones’  law;  by  Representative  Crist, 
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making  a  second  offense  against  liquor  laws  punishable  by  a  money  fine 
and  abatement  of  the  place  as  a  nuisance,  or  requiring  the  offender  to  give 
a  bond  of  $  1,000.00  for  good  behavior;  by  Mr.  Woods,  supplementing  the 
search  and  seizure  law  as  to  petitions  in  error,  and  making  C.  O.  D.  ship¬ 
ments  as  of  the  place  of  destination,  where  goods  are  delivered  or  money  paid  ; 
also  making  the  keeping  of  a  club  in  dry  territory,  which  furnishes  or  gives 
away  liquor,  in  violation  of  law. 

“The  Anti-Saloon  League  has  been  active  at  the  polls  in  local  option 
elections  under  the  Beal  municipal  local  option  and  the  township  local 
option  laws.  Under  the  Beal  law,  ninety-one  elections  have  come  to  our 
notice.  In  these  the  wets  won  four  in  dry  towns  and  nineteen  in  wet  towns; 
the  drys  won  thirty-six  in  wet  towns  and  thirty-two  in  dry  towns.  In 
twenty-eight  township  elections,  during  the  same  period,  six  were  carried 
by  the  wets;  twenty-two  by  the  drys,  many  of  the  latter  merely  continuing 
dry  conditions. 

“A  number  of  residence  districts,  particularly  in  the  large  cities,  have 
been  made  dry,  in  many  cases  at  the  instance  of  the  wets,  in  furtherance 
of  public  sentiment.  Latterly,  the  publication  of  the  names  of  signers 
to  dry  petitions  has  had  a  deterrent  effect  in  the  procuring  of  sufficient  names 
thereto. 

“All  elections  have  been  stubbornly  contested  by  the  wets,  the  members 
of  the  Ohio  Brewers’  Association  being  posted  thereon  by  a  monthly  publica¬ 
tion,  called  the  Ohio  Brewers’  Bulletin.  Much  timely  literature  was  sent  to 
all  points  attacked,  and  in  many  of  the  elections  letters  were  prepared 
for  local  use  and  mailed  to  every  voter.  The  procedure  followed  by  the 
Texas  Brewers’  Association  was  adopted  to  the  extent  of  the  organization 
of  a  Vigilance  Bureau,  in  charge  of  Adam  Schantz,  President  of  the  Ohio 
Brewers’  Association,  with  headquarters  in  Dayton,  Ohio.  Particular 
attention  has  been  given  by  the  bureau  to  the  enforcement  of  the  Juvenile 
law,  and  a  corps  of  secret  service  men  working  in  different  parts  of  the  State 
have  accomplished  much  good  in  the  eradication  of  disreputable  places. 

“At  the  general  elections  last  November,  the  ‘lid’  question  was  upper¬ 
most  in  many  localities,  and  the  general  trend  in  the  cities  and  larger  vil¬ 
lages  was  favorable  to  those  opposing  sumptuary  measures.  These  popula¬ 
tions  are  waking  up  to  the  fact  that  so-called  temperance  efforts  are  inimi¬ 
cal  to  other  members  of  society  besides  those  directly  concerned,  and  various 
organizations,  notably  the  German-American  Alliance  and  Personal  Liberty 
League,  are  now  taking  up  the  fight,  which  it  is  believed  will  result  in  a 
reactionary  movement.” 

Beyond  question  the  banner  place  in  the  great  battle  for  American 
principles  which  our  industry  has  had  to  sustain  during  the  past  year  belongs 
to  Pennsylvania. 

This  great  State  is  just  now  the  most  cheerful  spot  on  the  map  to  the 
friends  of  liberal  government.  Mr.  August  W.  Woebken  writes  us  that  the 
political  outlook  and  conditions  relative  to  the  brewery  industry  are  more 
than  favorable.  Indications  are  that  no  legislation  hostile  to  our  interests 
will  be  enacted  at  the  coming  session  of  the  Legislature  in  1909.  The 
April  primaries  resulted  in  a  sweeping  victory  for  our  side  and  a  total  defeat 
for  the  local  option  and  prohibition  elements.  The  Prohibitionists  won 
out  with  only  41  of  their  207  candidates.  Congressman  Acheson,  the  intro¬ 
ducer  of  a  National  “Dry”  bill  and  therefore  the  hero  of  the  Prohibitionists, 
was  sent  to  Coventry,  while  Hon.  A.  J.  Barchfeld,  the  German-American 
liberal  candidate,  triumphed  by  a  great  majority.  Everywhere  similar 
results  attended  the  contests — it  was  a  complete  and  memorable  rout  for 
the  party  of  intolerance. 
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Judge  Mcllvaine  of  Washington  County  and  Judge  Galbraith  of  Butler 
County  are  at  odds  over  the  State  license  law,  the  former  holding  it  to  be 
constitutional  and  the  latter  holding  the  contrary. 

Texas  has  a  brief  tale  to  offer,  there  having  been  no  session  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature  in  the  past  year  and  no  elections  of  great  importance.  Mr.  B.  Adoue 
informs  us  that  the  Anti-Saloon  League  is,  however,  particularly  aggressive, 
and  seems  to  be  abundantly  supplied  with  the  “sinews  of  war.”  The  local 
option  leaders  called  a  few  elections  during  1907  and  lost.  They  have  now 
apparently  abandoned  local  option  and  have  publicly  joined  the  Anti- 
Saloon  League  in  the  latter’s  movement  for  State  Prohibition.  The  Texas 
Brewers’  Association  and  the  members  of  the  trade  generally  realize  the 
gravity  of  the  situation  and  are  prepared  to  make  a  thoroughly  defensive 
campaign.  In  the  Democratic  primaries  in  July  the  question  of  State-wide 
Prohibition  will  be  voted  upon. 

Utah. — Mr.  Albert  Fisher  informs  us  that  as  yet  nothing  has  been  done 
in  this  State  in  the  direction  of  more  restrictive  liquor  laws,  with  the  ex¬ 
ception,  possibly,  of  the  raising  of  licenses  in  a  few  small  communities.  The 
liquor  laws  are  still  very  liberal,  but  temperance  agitators  (largely  the  sec¬ 
tarian  churches)  are  hard  at  work  as  in  the  East,  and  it  is  feared  that  when 
the  next  Legislature  meets  in  the  fall,  local  option,  and  perhaps  Prohibition, 
may  be  adopted. 

While  the  members  of  the  Mormon  Church  hold,  as  a  rule,  very  liberal 
views  in  such  matters,  the  matter  of  local  option  is  very  uncertain.  Ogden’s 
licenses  have  been  raised  to  $1,200  from  $900.  Midnight  and  Sunday 
closing  is  now  the  order. 

Virginia. — The  General  Assembly  has  passed  the  Byrd  law  authorizing 
the  manufacture  of  a  “malt  beverage  ”  which  “shall  be  non-intoxicating  and 
in  no  event  contain  in  excess  of  two  and  one-quarter  per  cent,  of  alcohol.” 
It  shall  be  manufactured  only  by  some  firm  already  holding  a  manufac¬ 
turer’s  malt  liquor  license  and  a  special  license  tax  of  $2 50.00  is  provided  for. 
This  beverage  may  be  sold  by  manufacturers  to  families,  in  quantities  not 
less  than  6  bottles,  even  in  “dry”  localities  by  the  establishment  of  special 
manufacturers’  depots. 

The  new  anti-liquor  bill  forbids  the  granting  of  licenses  where  the  popu¬ 
lation  for  half  a  square  mile  is  less  than  five  hundred,  and  special  restrictions  are 
devised  against  social  clubs  in  dry  territory. 

Washington. — Mr.  Andrew  Hemrich  reports  as  follows: 

“The  Legislature  meets  bi- annually,  and  this  being  an  off  year  there  has 
been  no  opportunity  for  the  enactment  of  excise  laws.  A  year  ago,  however, 
an  act  was  passed  creating  an  annual  license  fee  of  $25.00  to  be  paid  by  all 
liquor  dealers  in  the  State.  The  tax  is  not  large,  but  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  State  receives  now  ten  per  cent,  of  the  fees  for  all  licenses  in  operation, 
it  would  seem  to  be  a  matter  of  double  taxation. 

“A  local  option  bill  was  defeated  at  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature, 
but  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  a  new  bill  of  this  character  will  be  introduced 
next  winter,  the  outcome  of  which  it  is  hard  to  predict  in  view  of  the  present 
drift  of  public  opinion  towards  restrictive  legislation. 
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‘  ‘  The  Anti-Saloon  League  is  well  organized  and  actively  at  work  through¬ 
out  the  State.  They  seem  to  be  well  supplied  with  money  for  all  purposes. 
They  do  not  hesitate  to  appeal  to  prejudice  and  misrepresent  the  facts 
when  it  serves  their  purpose  to  do  so.  The  brewery  interests,  as  a  unit, 
are  working  to  uplift  the  moral  standard  of  the  saloon,  and  to  keep  the 
business  as  respectable  as  possible.  To  this  end  they  do  not  advance 
money,  nor  assist  in  any  way  any  vicious  character,  nor  lend  their  support 
or  influence  to  saloon-keepers  who  violate  the  law. 

“The  city  election  this  spring  in  Seattle  and  Tacoma,  the  two  largest 
cities  in  the  State,  resulted  in  the  defeat  of  two  mayors  who  inaugurated 
the  closed  town  proposition,  and  in  electing  two  men  of  more  liberal  view's.” 

West  Virginia  furnished  a  cruel  disappointment  to  the  Anti-Saloon 
League  in  the  refusal  of  its  Legislature  to  take  up  a  Local  Option  law  as  a 
preliminary  to  Prohibition.  The  Legislature  refused  the  fatal  gift  at  the 
earnest  and  well  nigh  unanimous  demand  of  the  business  men  of  the  State, 
who  had  thoroughly  informed  themselves  as  to  the  effects  of  local  option 
in  other  communities.  However,  the  Anti-Saloon  League  is  not  so  easily 
discouraged  and  no  one  doubts  that  it  will  come  back  again  harder  than 
before.  Meantime  the  brewers  are  acting  wisely  by  extending  their  cam¬ 
paign  of  education  and  setting  their  faces  against  any  violation  of  the  laws 
governing  our  trade. 

Wisconsin. — The  stemming  of  the  Prohibition  tide  was  effected  in  the 
April  elections,  which  were  generally  in  favor  of  the  liberal  element.  Most 
of  the  places  voting  out  saloons  two  years  ago  had  a  change  of  heart  and 
returned  to  license.  In  Milwaukee  out  of  62,150  votes  cast,  the  Prohibi¬ 
tionists  pulled  only  735.  Such  an  object  lesson  as  this  afforded  by  one  of  the 
great  liberal  and  prosperous  cities  of  the  West  should  not  be  lost  upon 
communities  miserable  and  debt-laden,  which  have  committed  no  sin  but 
that  of  saddling  themselves  with  Prohibition. 

Wyoming  may  have  troubles  to  come  but  at  present  all  is  tranquil  in 
the  State.  Mr.  Hugo  Gaenssler  informs  us  that  the  Anti-Saloon  League 
branch  was  organized  only  about  six  months  ago.  It  has  had  no  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  show  its  hand  at  any  election  so  far,  nor  has  it  done  any  open  work 
in  the  way  of  propaganda.  However,  it  will  doubtless  be  heard  from  in  the 
State  and  municipal  elections  next  fall  and  spring.  The  Legislature  con¬ 
venes  next  February. 

In  Georgia,  Alabama  and  Tennessee,  Prohibition  that  does  not  prohibit 
is  affording  its  usual  object  lessons — lessons  that  are  lost  upon  the  fanatics 
of  intolerance,  “Blind  Pigs,”  “ Speak-Easies ”  and  “Boot-Leggers”  galore 
flourish  in  notorious  violation  of  the  law,  venders  of  “soft  drinks”  do  a 
tremendous  business,  and  in  short  every  variety  of  scandal  attendant  on 
Prohibition  is  to  be  seen.  In  one  respect,  at  least,  the  law  is  working  miracles 
—druggists  who  were  barely  “scratching  along”  a  few  months  ago  have 
become  suddenly  rich  from  their  whiskey  prescriptions.  It  can  fairly  be  said 
that  this  is  the  only  business  which  has  benefited  from  the  dry  laws.  Mobile 
schools  are  suffering  from  the  loss  of  $80,000  annually,  owing  to  the  Pro¬ 
hibition  act. 
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There  is  a  promise  of  relief  for  Georgia  in  that  the  next  Legislature  may 
modify  the  law  so  as  to  permit  the  sale  of  beer  and  light  wines. — Alabama’s 
prohibitory  law  has  been  declared  constitutional  and  becomes  operative  in 
January  next.  The  greater  part  of  the  State  is  already  dry. — Mississippi 
will  try  what  aridity  can  do  for  her,  but  she  has  balked  at  constitutional 
Prohibition. — In  Louisiana  the  April  elections  were  favorable  to  the  drys, 
"but  our  friends  put  up  a  good  fight  that  will  bring  results  later  on. 
— Oklahoma  is  to  have  State  liquor  dispensaries,  a  State  superintendent  has 
been  appointed  and  a  large  appropriation  made  for  supplies.  Meantime, 
■outside  dealers  continue  to  send  into  the  State  many  packages  of  allevia¬ 
tion. — Lincoln,  Nebraska,  voted  for  saloons  in  the  April  election.  Wets 
and  drys  broke  about  even  as  to  some  eighty  other  towns. — San  Fran¬ 
cisco  will  submit  a  high  license  proposition  to  the  people  in  November. — 
Oregon  brewers  are  enforcing  the  observance  of  the  excise  laws  and  have  put 
a  stop  to  gambling  in  saloons. — Brewers  are  forbidden  to  do  a  mail  order 
"business  in  Kansas.  Leavenworth  which  has  been  twenty-five  years  under 
Prohibition,  was  recently  found  to  be  honeycombed  with  dives. — The  Anti- 
Saloon  League  is  agitating  in  New  Hampshire  for  a  return  to  Prohibition. 
A  number  of  Vermont  towns  went  “dry”  in  the  late  elections;  Burlington, 
however,  went  back  into  the  wet  column. — South  Dakota  elections  resulted 
in  an  increase  of  license  towns. 

JUDICIAL  DECISIONS. 

Minnesota. — In  the  case  of  the  State  against  Schagel,  the  defendant 
sold  what  is  called  a  bottle  of  “Swedish  Malt,”  claiming  it  to  be  non-intoxicat¬ 
ing.  This  malt  was  analyzed  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  ingredients 
■of  the  article.  The  result  of  the  analysis  disclosed  2.72  per  cent,  of  alcohol. 
The  jury  found  the  defendant  guilty  and  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State 
held  that  there  was  sufficient  evidence  to  justify  the  jury  in  finding  the 
.article  in  question,  in  fact,  intoxicating. 

Iowa. — In  the  case  of  the  State  against  Smith,  decided  October  15th, 
1907,  it  was  held  that  an  information  charging  the  defendant  with  unlaw¬ 
fully  carrying  around  on  his  person  intoxicating  liquors  with  intent  to  sell 
the  same  to  a  minor,  did  not  charge  a  crime  under  the  laws  of  the  State. 

No.  2,403  of  the  Iowa  Code,  declaring  that  one  who  procures  for,  or 
sells  or  gives  intoxicating  liquor  to  a  minor,  shall  pay  the  sum  of  $100.00, 
to  be  collected  by  an  action  against  him,  provides  a  civil  remedy  and  does 
not  subject  one  violating  the  section  to  a  criminal  prosecution. 

The  provisions  of  No.  2,448,  prohibiting  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
in  a  room  having  more  than  one  entrance,  do  not  apply  to  a  brewery  which, 
in  connection  with  its  manufacturing  plant,  operates  a  saloon,  though  the 
■saloon  itself  may  be  a  nuisance. 

North  Dakota. — The  most  important  decision  rendered  during  the  year, 
was  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State  declaring  the  Temperance 
Commissioner  Act  unconstitutional.  This  is  Chapter  187  of  the  laws  of  1907. 
It  provided  for  the  appointment  of  a  Temperance  Commissioner  to  enforce 
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the  prohibitory  law,  and  it  gave  to  such  commissioner  the  powers  of  State’s 
attorneys  and  sheriffs  in  any  county  of  the  State. 

In  a  prosecution  for  selling  intoxicating  liquor  it  was  held  error  to  instruct 
that  the  jury  might  convict  that  the  liquor  sold  was  either  malt  or  any  other 
compound,  if  it  contained  the  alcoholic  principle  and  could  reasonably  be 
used  as  a  substitute  for  intoxicating  liquor. 

Chapter  189  of  the  laws  of  1907,  require  the  registration  and  publication 
of  internal  revenue  tax  receipts.  This  law  was  attacked  upon  the  ground 
that  it  would  require  the  receipt  holder  to  furnish  evidence  against  himself; 
but  the  Supreme  Court  of  North  Dakota  held  the  law  valid  upon  the  ground 
that  it  tended  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  law  against  the  unlawful 
traffic  in  intoxicating  liquors.  Appeal  to  U-  S.  Supreme  Court  pending. 

Georgia. — The  Supreme  Court  has  decided  that  the  keeping  of  liquors 
for  use  in  a  proprietary  article  is  not  in  violation  of  the  law,  and  that  the  sale 
of  beverages  which,  although  containing  alcohol,  will  not,  if  drunk  to  excess, 
produce  intoxication,  is  not  a  violation  either. 

Kentucky. — Liquor  shipped  into  local  option  territory  in  this  State  is 
interstate  commerce,  and  so,  where  an  inhabitant  of  a  “dry  town  ”  telephones 
out  of  the  State  for  liquor,  and  a  carrier,  passing  through  that  State  and  into 
local  option  territory  in  Kentucky,  is  not  liable  to  punishment  for  making 
delivery  where  it  acts  in  good  faith  in  the  transaction  and  has  no  actual  part 
in  the  sale;  but  a  number  of  similar  transactions  conducted  by  it  may  be 
shown  in  order  to  enable  the  jury  to  determine  whether  or  not  the  carrier 
was  acting  in  good  faith  as  an  interstate  carrier  or  was  assisting  in  making 
the  sale.  (Com.  vs.  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company;  31st  Rep.,  99; 
L.  &  N.  vs.  Com.,  31st  Rep.,  683.) 

Where  an  express  company  received  liquor  in  Ohio,  C.  O.  D.,  and 
delivered  it  in  local  option  territory  in  Kentucky,  and  agreed  to  hold  the 
liquor  until  the  consignee  was  able  to  pay  for  it,  the  Court  of  Appeals  in 
the  Adams  Express  Company  case  held  that  it  was  actually  a  participant 
in  the  sales.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  (206  U.  S.,  129) 
reversed  the  Court  of  Appeals,  holding  that  these  facts  did  not  destroy  the 
interstate  character  of  the  transaction  or  subject  the  company  to  punishment. 

In  the  subsequent  case  of  Adams  Express  Company  vs.  Commonwealth, 
31st  Reporter,  810,  the  Supreme  Court  was  followed,  and  in  the  late  case  of 
C.  N.  O.  &  T.  P.  Railroad  Company  vs.  Commonwealth,  decided  October 
3rd,  it  was  held  that  where  a  manufacturer  in  Kentucky  shipped  liquor  into 
Ohio  for  the  purpose  of  having  it  reshipped  into  local  option  territory  in 
Kentucky,  and  the  carrier  in  good  faith  received  the  shipment  in  Ohio,  and 
delivered  it  in  local  option  territory,  it  was  not  liable  to  prosecution;  but 
the  Court  expressly  reserved  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  the  manu¬ 
facturer  was  liable  to  punishment  for  resorting  to  a  trick  or  device  to  evade 
the  laws  of  Kentucky. 

In  September,  1906,  Nelson  County  voted  by  a  small  majority  for  liquor 
and  in  August,  1907,  Magisterial  district  No.  4  of  the  same  county  voted 
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against  liquor.  A  suit  was  brought  on  the  ground  that  the  county  election 
precluded  the  holding  of  an  election  in  the  Magisterial  district  for  three  years. 
The  Circuit  Court  dismissed  the  contest  and  this  judgment  has  recently 
been  affirmed  by  the  State  Court  of  Appeals. 


Indiana. — The  Supreme  Court  has  sustained  the  appeal  of  the  liquor 
interests  from  the  decision  of  Judge  Christian,  who  followed  Judge  Artman 
in  holding  the  Indiana  licensing  law  unconstitutional. 

The  court  decides  that,  in  the  absence  of  legislation,  neither  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  nor  the  maintenance  in  an  orderly  manner  of  a  place 
wherein  they  are  sold  as  a  beverage,  is  a  public  nuisance.  In  other  words, 
the  traffic  in  intoxicating  liquors  is  lawful  except  in  so  far  as  declared  un¬ 
lawful  by  the  Legislature. 

The  court  accordingly  holds  that  the  law  of  1875  under  which  licenses 
are  now  granted  is  constitutional  and  valid. 

Respectfully  submitted : 

ALBERT  LIEBER,  Chairman,  A.  W.  WOEBKEN, 

HERMAN  STRAUB, 

JOS.  H.  STRAUS, 

PAUL  O.  REYMAN, 

A.  J.  ZANG, 

CHAS.  METZ, 

CHAS.  WIEDEMANN, 

GEO.  C.  HAWLEY, 

ANDREW  HEMRICH, 

B.  ADOUE. 

MICHAEL  MONAHAN, 

Editor  Literary  Bureau. 


HUGH  F.  FOX,  Secretary. 
A.  L.  STRAUS, 

AUGUST  UIHLEIN, 
LOUIS  LEMP, 

PERCY  ANNECKE, 
CHAS.  VOPICKA, 

H.  F.  HEEB, 

W.  H.  HULL, 

D.  J.  COLLINS, 

L.  SCHLATHER, 

H.  A.  RUETER, 


THE  PRESIDENT: — Gentlemen,  you  have  heard  the  report 
of  the  Vigilance  Committee.  What  is  your  pleasure? 

MR.  KENDALL: — -I  move  that  the  report  be  adopted. 

The  motion  was  carried. 

THE  PRESIDENT: — Next  in  order  is  the  report  of  the  Pub¬ 
lication  Committee.  The  Secretary  will  read  a  synopsis  of  the 
report. 

THE  SECRETARY : — Gentlemen,  the  report  is  in  your  hands, 
in  printed  form,  and  I  will  just  call  attention  to  two  or  three  points 
which  should  be  emphasized. 

The  report  of  the  Publication  Committee  is  as  follows  : 


REPORT  OF  THE  PUBLICATION  COMMITTEE. 

Gentlemen: — Considered  in  its  literary  aspects,  the  past  year’s  cam¬ 
paign  was  perhaps  the  most  remarkable  in  the  history  of  so-called  temper¬ 
ance  agitation  in  this  country.  To  describe  at  any  length  the  more  im- 
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portant  features  of  it  would  unduly  tax  your  patience,  and  we  therefore 
propose  to  offer  you  no  more  than  a  bare  outline. 

First,  as  to  our  own  efforts  in  the  line  of  popular  education  on  the  drink 
question. 

Since  the  first  day  of  February  we  have  distributed  more  than  a  million 
pieces  of  literature.  Most  of  these  were  our  own  publications  prepared  by 
our  Literary  Bureau,  but  a  few  were  acquired  from  other  sources.  The 
list  is  as  follows: 

“  The  Allied  Trades. 

“  The  Brewing  Industry  and  the  Allied  Trades.” 

“  Is  Prohibition  Effective?” 

“  Drunkards’  Graves.” 

“  The  Voice  of  the  Church.” 

“  Prohibition  makes  ‘Drug  Fiends.’  ” 

“  Paying  the  Piper.” 

“  Saloons  and  Drunkenness.” 

“  The  Anti-Saloon  League  Sham.” 

“  Rev.  W.  A.  Wasson’s  Address.” 

“  Rev.  Dr.  W.  Schoenfeld’s  Address.” 

‘‘Insanity  and  Drink.” 

‘‘False  Science  in  the  Schools.” 

‘‘Our  Sober  Country.” 

“In  Justice  to  the  Saloon.” 

“Wine  and  the  Christian  Church.” 

“Our  Flag  Unstained.” 

“Ministers  Wave  the  Red  Flag.” 

“Wisdom  of  the  Fathers.” 

“True  Temperance.” 

“Is  Prohibition  Good  for  the  State?” 

“Was  Lincoln  a  Prohibitionist?” 

“Drinking  Races  in  the  Van.” 

In  addition  to  the  above  named  publications,  we’have  circulated  many 
thousand  copies  of  Dr.  Adolf  Cluss’  “Alcoholic  Beverages,”  Rev.  Dr. 
E.  M.  Wasson’s  masterly  argument  on  local  option,  and  a  considerable 
number  of  newspaper  and  magazine  articles,  reviews,  etc.,  some  of  which 
were  prepared  by  our  Literary  Bureau.  Outside  of  all  this  there  has  been 
a  lavish  and  constant  demand  for  most  of  our  regular  or  standard 
publications. 

The  cause  of  our  embarking  into  publication  on  so  large  a  scale  was, 
of  course,  the  phenomenal  demand  for  literature  from  our  members  threatened 
by  Prohibition  or  local  option  in  different  States.  Especially  was  there 
urgent  request  for  terse  and  pithy  arguments  presenting  our  side  of  every 
possible  phase  of  the  liquor  question.  These  we  were  fortunately  able  to 
supply,  mostly  in  the  form  of  eight-page  leaflets,  and  we  have  reason  to 
believe  that  as  a  new  feature  of  our  popular  propaganda  they  more  than 
justified  themselves. 


INTEMPERATE  MINISTERS. 

Not  the  least  extraordinary  feature  of  the  campaign  was  the  violent 
attitude  and  invective  language  adopted  by  certain  ministers  on  the  Pro¬ 
hibition  side.  We  have  made  this  the  subject  of  a  special ’pamphlet,  but 
its  importance  seems  to  justify  a  word  here. 
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The  attack  upon  Cardinal  Gibbons  by  the  Rev.  J.  B.  Cranfill  of  the 
Associated  Prohibition  Press,  was  perhaps  the  most  flagrant  instance  of 
ministerial  uncharity,  to  say  the  least,  that  has  come  under  our  notice.  That 
the  Rev.  Cranfill  knows  how  to  write  “hot  stuff”  and  that  he  is  not  troubled 
By  delicate  scruples  is  quite  clear  from  the  following  extracts 

“Cardinal  Gibbons  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  has  been  heard  from. 
He  seems  to  agree  perfectly  with  Cardinal  Adolphus  Busch  of  the  Anheuser- 
Busch  Brewing  Association  of  St.  Louis.  Cardinal  Busch  gave  out  an 
interview  in  Kansas  City  in  which  he  announced  his  conversion  to  local 
•option.  He  still  holds,  with  some  timidity,  however,  it  seems,  to  the  doctrine 
•of  high  license  in  the  larger  cities.  Cardinal  Gibbons  announces  the  same 
views  exactly,  and  so  the  prelate  of  the  brewing  industry  and  the  prelate  of 
Ihe  Roman  Catholic  Church  are  in  exact  agreement.  I  never  desire  to  be 
harsh  or  unkind  in  anything  I  say,  think,  or  do,  but  every  time  any  preacher 
of  any  church,  high  or  low,  Catholic  or  Protestant,  announces  his  alignment 
with  the  liquor  traffic,  and  speaks  in  the  language  of  Ashdod,  I  cannot 
repress  a  feeling  that  his  utterance  is  the  result  of  monetary  consideration. 

“In  the  case  of  men  like  Gibbons  it  cannot  be  ignorance,  though  it  may 
be  an  appetite  instead  of  avarice.  Indeed,  it  may  be  bath  avarice  and 
appetite.  I  think  we  ought  to  be  gentle,  as  the  facts  will  warrant,  in  dealing 
with  these  beer  and  whiskey  preachers. 

“ But  when  a  man  announces  such  views  as  Gibbons  enunciates,  he  ought 
to  exchange  his  surplice  for  a  white  apron,  his  prayer  book  for  an  ice  pick  and 
go  to  keeping  bar.” 

How  the  public  regards  this  precious  piece  of  billingsgate  and  intoler¬ 
ance  from  a  Christian  minister  and  an  advocate  of  Prohibition,  is  little  in 
doubt.  Dr.  Cranfill  has  degraded  not  Cardinal  Gibbons,  but  himself  and 
his  “cause.” 

But  mere  invective  does  not  sufficiently  relieve  the  “righteous  anger” 
of  ministers  of  the  Cranfill  stripe: — some  of  them,  it  appears,  would  be  glad 
to  tread  out  the  wine-press  in  the  blood  of  the  saloon  keepers. 

In  a  speech  before  the  Cook  County  Woman’s  Christian  Temperance 
Union,  the  Rev.  Clarence  E.  Cornell  offered  these  temperate  remarks: — - 

“I  wish  the  decent  people  of  Chicago  would  get  so  disgusted  with  the 
insolence  and  lawlessness  of  the  saloon  keeper  that  they  would  be  compelled 
to  vomit.  I  wish  the  advocates  of  liquor  selling  would  view  their  brazen 
defiance  of  State  laws  until  they  become  odious.  I  wish  the  streets  would 
run  with  blood  in  this  struggle.  I  would  like  to  go  out  with  a  gun  myself.” 

The  New  York  Sun  appears  to  think  that  the  language  of  anarchists  is 
mild  by  comparison,  and  it  observes: — 

“ But  this  thing  may  be  done  by  those  alone  who  preach  temperance,  and 
who,  by  profession,  are  wise  as  serpents  and  harmless  as  doves.” 

The  Rev.  Mr.  Cornell’s  case  is  by  no  means  an  exceptional  one — the 
name  of  the  ministers  who  talk  Prohibition  in  similar  terms  and  with  like 
•charity,  is  legion.  In  the  little  pamphlet  above  referred  to,  extracts 
will  be  found  from  the  speeches  of  others  that  are  scarcely  less  virulent  in 
tone.  Reference  is  there  also  made  to  the  outpourings  of  the  Associated 
Prohibition  Press  whose  main  office  is  in  Chicago,  and  with  which  the  before 
mentioned  Rev.  Cranfill  is  prominently  identified.  It  supplies  matter  to 
Prohibitionist  and  Anti-Saloon  League  papers  throughout  the  country. 
As  we  have  pointed  out  in  our  pamphlet,  a  careful  study  of  this  literature 
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reveals  a  perfect  identity  of  style  and  sentiment  between  the  written  and  the 
spoken  word  of  the  so-called  “temperance  crusade.”  Friends  of  liberty 
are  called  anarchists;  the  liquor  business  is  said  to  carry  with  it  the  spirit 
of  assassination;  brewers,  maltsters  and  distillers  are  compared  with  the 
Italian  “Black  Hand.”  War  unto  the  Death  and  by  the  most  violent 
means — this  is  the  merciful  spirit  animating  the  utterances  of  the  Pro¬ 
hibition  Press 

Surely  the  American  people  who  love  peace  and  order,  justice  and 
humanity,  cannot  err  in  passing  judgment  upon  these  intemperate  advocates 
of  temperance. 

THE  ANTI-SALOON  LEAGUE  AND  THE  CHURCHES 

Mention  of  this  outbreak  of  clerical  intolerance  brings  a  kindred  subject 
to  mind.  The  Rev.  Dr.  F.  C.  Iglehart,  Field  Secretary  for  the  Anti-Saloon 
League  in  New  York  State,  is  the  author  of  an  elaborate  article  on  “The 
Nation’s  Anti-Drink  Crusade,”  published  recently  in  the  Review  of  Reviews. 
In  the  course  of  his  article  the  reverend  gentleman  says  of  the  work  of  the 
League : — 

“  It  has  conducted  itself  so  wisely  and  honorably  that  it  has  commanded 
the  universal  respect  of  churches  of  all  denominations,  many  of  the  Catholic 
as  well  as  Protestant.”  And  the  writer  adds:  “It  is  not  necessary  to  go 
very  far  away  from  this  unified  sympathy  and  action  of  the  Christian  churches 
of  America  to  find  the  chief  cause  of  this  tremendous  moral  upheaval.” 

These  statements  may  have  been  made  in  good  faith  but  they  are  none 
the  less  profoundly  deceptive  and  wide  of  the  truth. 

The  Christian  churches  of  our  country  are  positively  and  unequivocally 
not  a  unit  in  support  of  the  movement  headed  by  the  Anti-Saloon  League — 
a  movement  which  everywhere  has  Prohibition  for  its  immediate  or  ulti¬ 
mate  aim.  Far  from  being  united  for  Prohibition,  there  is  hopeless  internal 
division  among  the  many  Protestant  churches.  As  a  sample  of  many 
similar  utterances,  we  quote  a  few  paragraphs  from  a  report  on  Prohibition 
lately  adopted  by  the  Lutheran  Church  of  New  Orleans: — 

“The  word  of  God  nowhere  commands  total  abstinence  from  intoxicating 
drink,  but  only  prohibits  its  abuse.  Its  moderate  use  is  distinctly  sanctioned 
by  the  word  of  God  and  the  example  of  Christ  and  His  Apostles.  . 

“Hence,  even  if  it  were  the  duty  of  the  State  to  enforce  the  moral  law, 
prohibition  of  intoxicants  could  not  on  that  account  be  the  duty  of  the 
State  or  its  citizens,  since  the  moral  law  does  not  forbid  the  moderate 
use  of  fermented  drink. 

•  ‘  Modern  temperance  fanaticism,  which  would  make  sin  what  God  has 
sanctioned,  is  even  more  dangerous  and  pernicious  than  the  sin  of  intem¬ 
perance,  with  all  the  evils  therefrom  resulting.” 

As  we  have  from  time  to  time  shown  in  our  publications,  many  eminent 
Protestant  divines  hold  aloof  from  this  “unified  sympathy  and  action” 
of  which  Dr.  Iglehart  speaks  so  warmly,  and  not  a  few  of  them  are  very 
frankly  in  opposition. 

Thus,  Bishop  Potter  of  New  York  holds  the  view  that  “prohibitory 
laws,  whether  we  put  them  in  operation  on  one  day  only  or  on  all  days,  are 
as  stupid  as  they  are  ineffectual.”  Bishop  Hull  of  Vermont  believes  that 
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■“Prohibition  drives  underground  the  mischief  which  it  seeks  to  cure,” 
and  Bishop  Clark  of  Rhode  Island  is  convinced  that  it  “has  been  disastrous 
to  the  cause  of  temperance.”  Bishop  Brown  of  Arkansas  describes  Prohibi¬ 
tion  as  “an  attempt  to  build  upon  the  sands — a  resort  to  the  evil  of  tyranny 
that  good  may  be  accomplished."  Bishop  Grafton  of  Wisconsin,  “cannot  see 
the  benefit  to  be  derived  from  compulsory  abstinence,”  and  Bishop  More¬ 
land  of  California  regards  it  as  “a  false  notion  that  the  abuse  of  wine  should 
prohibit  the  use  of  it.”  Dr.  Rainsford  of  NewYorkmaintainsthat“to drink 
is  no  sin  and  to  keep  a  saloon  is  no  sin.”  And  the  Rev.  Lyman  Abbott 
points  out  that  the  Divine  Founder  of  the  Christian  religion  “never  in  a 
single  instance  lifted  up  His  voice  in  condemnation  of  drinking.” 

We  might  cite  many  other  Protestant  clergymen  to  the  same  purpose, 
but  we  have  adduced  enough  testimony  to  show  that  Prohibition  is  in  no 
likelihood  of  being  universally  accepted  as  a  moral  principle  binding  on  the 
Christian  conscience. 

Dr.  Iglehart’s  claim  with  regard  to  the  Catholic  Church  is  even  less 
capable  of  being  sustained  and  is  indeed  quite  comic  in  view  of  the  denunci¬ 
ation  of  Cardinal  Gibbons  by  a  leader  in  the  Prohibition  movement.  The 
Church  has  always  upheld  St.  Chrysostom’s  view  that  “  wine  is  the  work  of 
God,  drunkenness  the  work  of  the  Devil.”  It  has  repudiated  the  so-called 
“two-wine  theory,”  upon  which  total  abstinence  fanatics  have  laid  so 
much  stress,  namely,  that  Christ’s  sanction  was  for  “must”  or  unfermented 
wine,  and  that  the  same — not  a  fermented,  alcoholic  wine — should  be  used 
in  the  rite  of  communion. 

Monsignor  Goller  of  St.  Louis,  speaking  for  the  Pope,  declares  that 
“His  Holiness,  while  believing  in  temperance,  has  no  sympathy  whatever 
with  the  Prohibition  movement.  He  drinks  a  glass  of  wine  himself  and 
believes  that  men  should  use  their  own  judgment  as  to  what  they  should 
eat  and  drink.” 

Cardinal  Gibbons  thus  defines  the  attitude  of  the  Church  on  the  liquor 
question : 

“The  Church  is  not  fanatical  on  the  subject  of  liquor,  but  teaches 
moderation.  Her  path  is  not  one  of  rigor  nor  yet  of  laxity,  but  the  middle 
course — the  golden  mean.  The  use  of  liquor  in  moderation  is  not  to  be 
condemned;  but  if  there  is  danger  of  abuse,  then  it  should  not  be  used  at 
all.  We  must  take  men  as  they  are,  and  a  moderate  use  of  liquor  has  never 
been  condemned  by  the  Church.” 

His  Eminence  is  not  less  explicit  in  putting  aside  the  prohibitory  theory 
of  government.  “I  am  persuaded,”  he  says,  “that  it  is  practically  im¬ 
possible  to  put  Prohibition  into  effect  in  any  large  community,  and  the  best 
means,  therefore,  to  promote  temperance  is  to  limit  the  number  of  saloons 
by  high  license.  I  would  be  in  favor  of  inflicting  severe  punishment  on  the 
proprietors  of  saloons  who  violate  the  law  in  the  first  instance,  and  in  the 
second  instance  of  violation  I  would  withdraw  the  license  altogether.  Laws 
like  Prohibition  that  are  certain  to  be  violated  had  best  not  be  made,  for 
incessant  violation  draws  down  upon  them  disrespect.” 

Archbishops  Messmer  of  Wisconsin,  Ryan  of  Pennsylvania,  Farley  of 
New  York  and  other  eminent  Catholic  churchmen  hold  similar  views.  Cardi¬ 
nal  Logue,  Primate  of  all  Ireland,  lately  expressed  his  agreement  as  to  this 
subject  with  the  American  prelates  named. 
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Nothing  can  be  clearer  than  that  the  Catholic  church  has  no  sympathy 
with  Prohibition  and  is  certainly  not  in  union  with  forces  working  to  that 
end.  The  same  is  also  true,  as  we  have  shown,  with  very  much  Protestant 
sentiment;  so  that  the  Rev.  Mr.  Iglehart’s  contention  falls  to  the  ground. 

CAMPAIGN  OF  EDUCATION 

During  the  year  past  an  incredible  quantity  of  matter  covering  every 
phase  of  the  liquor  question  was  printed  in  the  public  press.  It  goes  with¬ 
out  saying  that  the  far  greater  part  of  this  matter  was  contributed  or  in¬ 
spired  by  the  enemy  and  that  it  was  made  up  mainly  of  the  old  lies  and 
misrepresentations.  However,  it  is  undeniable  that  there  has  been  some 
improvement  in  the  general  tone  and  attitude  of  the  press  regarding  our 
side  of  the  question — a  change  which  we  are  disposed  to  credit  in  great  part 
to  our  efforts  along  new  lines  of  organization  as  well  as  our  dissemination 
of  literature  which  the  newspapers  are  able  to  use  easily. 

That  a  section  of  the  press  is  at  length  beginning  to  treat  us  with  com¬ 
mon  fairness  is  somewhat  comically  evident  from  the  undisguised  alarm  of 
the  Rev.  Purdy  L.  Baker,  head  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League.  Some  months 
ago  this  gentleman  seeking  to  account  for  certain  signs  of  a  popular 
reaction  in  favor  of  liberal  ideas,  made  the  monstrously  absurd  charge 
that  two  well  known  brewing  firms  had  given  a  million  dollars  each  with  a 
view  to  subsidizing  the  press! 

The  recklessness  with  which  this  charge  was  brought  is  but  too  character¬ 
istic  of  the  methods  usually  employed  in  the  “holy  cause  ”  of  Prohibition. 

“COLLIER’S”  ON  THE  SALOON 

No  articles  on  either  side  of  the  controversy  have  attracted  more  notice 
and  given  rise  to  more  discussion  than  the  series  on  the  saloon  which  have 
appeared  in  Collier’s  Weekly.  It  is  a  pity  that  they  were  not  as  fair  and 
liberal-minded  as  they  were  graphic  and  interesting.  The  articles  were 
evidently  written  with  a  preconceived  purpose  to  hold  the  brewing  trade 
responsible  for  the  evils  of  the  saloon  traffic,  and  this  purpose  was  relent¬ 
lessly  carried  out,  with  scarcely  a  note  of  discrimination.  Credit,  howr- 
ever,  should  be  given  it  for  this  editorial  statement,  the  fairest  and  most 
tolerant  emitted  by  Collier’s  during  the  whole  discussion:  “The  American 
people  will  probably  be  astute  enough  to  find  some  device  by  which  the 
present  drinking  evils  can  be  lessened  without  needless  oppression  to  Ger¬ 
mans  and  other  temperate  drinkers,  and  without  certain  unfortunate 
consequences  that  have  frequently  attended  Prohibition  in  the  past.” 

In  this  connection  it  is  of  peculiar  interest  to  note  that  Mr.  Arthur  H. 
Gleason,  who  wrote  the  Collier's  stories  on  the  New  York  saloon,  which  were 
among  the  bitterest  of  the  whole  series, — seems  to  hold  far  more  liberal 
views  when  writing  in  other  publications.  In  the  International  Socialist 
Review  for  May  (1908)  he  has  an  article  entitled  “Prohibition  vs.  Brother¬ 
hood,”  wherein  he  says: 

‘‘‘Smash  the  Saloon’  is  like  the  cry  ‘Lynch  him.’  It  is  the  mob- 
voice  un guided  by  heart  or  brain. 
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“Brother  reformers  in  the  big  cities,  deal  gently  with  the  saloon.  Be 
sure  you’re  right,  then  go  ahead.  But  don’t  prohibit  and  don’t  raid.  You 
double  the  graft,  you  develop  a  syndicate  of  secret  dives,  you  harden  the 
liquor  dealer,  and  you  make  the  local  politician  to  laugh. 

“We  are  stumbling  along  drearily  enough  to-day,  with  a  pack  of  un¬ 
enforceable  laws,  that  refer  to  ‘closed  saloons  for  all  day  Sunday,’  and  similar 
jocose  items  of  the  merry  wags  in  the  Legislatures. 

“Add  to  our  load  with  a  little  more  about  ‘No  saloons  at  all,’  and  our 
backbone  will  snap. 

“If  you  wish  to  cure  certain  evils  in  the  saloon,  right  you  are,  and  we 
are  with  you.  But  abolish  the  saloon,  and  you  sow  vice  with  a  wide  gesture. 
*  *  *  * 

“It  has  been  the  saloon  versus  the  church  as  channel  for  the  great 
warm  human  currents  of  community  life.  And  the  saloon  has  won.  Three 
times  shame  on  the  church  that  those  tides  have  flowed  elsewhere!  Let 
her  not  talk  of  Prohibition  in  the  great  city  till  she  manifests  a  desire  and  a 
capacity  in  herself  to  receive  and  direct  and  interpret  that  flow  of  the  lonely 
and  holy  spirit  of  man,  so  wistful  of  a  little  joy. 

“The  saloon  is  here  to  stay.  The  beneficent  coffee  house  and  the  cosy 
little  sideboard  at  home  will  not  supplant  it  in  our  generation.  Upper-class 
virtue  wreaked  on  the  head  of  the  liquor  dealer  and  the  policeman  will  not 
cleanse  the  city.  But  if  we  can  once  release  the  immense  unusual  goodness 
of  the  race,  we  will  make  head  against  our  worst  problems.  And  we  can 
only  do  this  by  knowing  that  the  liquor  dealer  and  the  district  leader  and 
the  policeman  belong  to  the  human  family,  and  are  already  nearer  the 
hearts,  as  well  as  the  vices,  of  the  neighborhood,  than  we  that  wish  to  do 
them  good.” 


“HARPER’S”  STRIKING  EDITORIAL 

In  striking  contrast  with  the  prejudice  exhibited  by  Collier's  are  the 
fairness  and  liberality  evinced  by  Harper’s  Weekly. 

In  the  course  of  a  remarkable  editorial  article  on  “The  Fight  Against 
Alcohol”  (which  we  have  taken  measures  to  circulate  widely),  Harper’s 
takes  the  most  advanced  position  with  regard  to  the  drink  question  of  any 
publication  of  equally  high  character  and  influence.  Some  of  the  arguments 
employed  bespeak  a  truly  philosophic  knowledge  of  the  subject,  as  where 
the  writer  says: 

“If  any  reasonable  amount  of  drinking  destroyed  a  people,  it  is  hard 
to  say  where  the  Scots  would  be,  but  as  it  is,  they  are  and  have  been  for 
centuries  one  of  the  most  noted  and  valuable  groups  in  the  whole  human 
family.  So  the  other  northern  people  of  Europe — the  English,  Germans, 
Scandinavians,  and  Russians — have  been  for  many  centuries  drinkers  of 
harder  liquor,  and  more  drunken  than  the  southern  Europeans,  yet  the 
hopes  of  civilization  still  rest  considerably  on  those  northern  people.  The 
most  abstinent  people  in  the  world  nowadays — so  far  as  alcohol  is  concerned 
— are  the  Mohammedans  (Turks,  Arabs,  and  the  rest)  and  the  peoples  of 
India  and  China.  Mohammed  proscribed  alcoholic  beverages.  Christ 
did  not.  The  Christian  nations,  as  a  rule,  have  been  alcohol-consuming 
folks,  but  it  would  be  hard  to  persuade  them  that  they  are  behind  the  Moham¬ 
medans  and  Hindus  in  usefulness,  virtue,  and  the  essentials  of  civilization. 
And  the  inexterminable  Jews  are  a  drinking  people,  though  temperate. 
Look  at  Russia.  A  pretty  drunken  country,  very  ignorant,  full  of  vodka 
and  superstition  and  stupidity,  but  also  full  of  strong  human  material. 
Increased  temperance  is  bound  to  come  in  Russia  with  increased  intelligence, 
a  better  scale  of  living,  education,  and  liberty.  But  there  is  better  hope  for 
Russia,  vodka  and  all,  than  for  abstemious  Turkey.” 
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As  to  Prohibition  Harper’s  offers  these  sensible  observations: 

'  ‘  It  may  be  a  useful  process  of  civilization  even  where  it  is  not  destined 
to  be  a  permanent  condition.  States  have  tried  it  for  a  time  and  dropped 
it,  taking  high  license  and  local  option  in  its  place.  The  States  that  are 
taking  up  with  it  now  are  either  new  ones,  like  North  Dakota,  where  life  is 
still  mainly  agricultural  and  comparatively  simple,  and  Oklahoma,  where 
the  Indian  population  complicates  matters;  or  the  Southern  States  which 
have  large  elements  of  population  of  low  average  intelligence  and  a  high 
ratio  of  illiteracy.  Kansas  and  Maine  are  different ;  but  in  neither  of  them 
is  Prohibition  as  yet  an  un disputed  success.  Massachusetts  and  New  York 
will  think  a  long  time  before  they  come  out  for  State  Prohibition,  though  both 
of  them  appreciate  the  need  for  temperance  reform,  and  are  hospitable  to 
high  license  and  local  option.” 

And  the  matter  of  personal  liberty  is  thus  acutely  glanced  at: 

‘‘One  thing  that  makes  us  flounder  along  from  experiment  to  experiment 
in  the  fight  against  rum  instead  of  agreeing  on  the  right  thing  in  the  first  place, 
is  the  traditional  ignorance  of  one-half  of  the  world  about  how  the  other  half 
lives.  The  other  half  is  entitled  to  consideration,  even  though  it  may  be  a 
little  less  than  half.  The  people  who  hate  and  fear  rum’  must  not  hope  nor 
even  wish,  even  though  they  are  a  majority ,  to  regulate  absolutely  the  habits  of 
folks  who  do  not  think  about  it  as  they  do.  Some  freedom  of  decision  about 
their  personal  indulgences  must  be  left  to  responsible,  well-behaved,  grown¬ 
up  citizens.” 

In  this  connection  we  may  advert  to  an  excellent  article  by  Mr.  Arthur 
Brisbane,  editor  of  the  New  York  Evening  Journal,  published  in  the  Cosmo¬ 
politan  Magazine ,  and  which  had  the  effect  of  eliciting  contributions  from 
other  writers  more  or  less  favorable  to  our  cause.  Notable  among  these  was 
an  able  presentation  of  the  philosophy  of  moderate  indulgence  and  personal 
liberty  from  the  pen  of  Mr.  Gustave  Pabst. 

In  all  that  we  have  recently  read  on  the  subject  of  the  Prohibition 
movement  nothing  has  seemed  to  us  more  aptly  put  and  more  logically 
conceived  than  the  following  editorial  utterance  in  the  Argonaut,  the  famous 
literary  weekly  of  San  Francisco: 

“Prohibition  is  wrong  in  principle,  a  mistake  in  tactics  and  a  failure  in 
practice.  A  free  country  will  not  permanently  accept  or  enforce  it.  It 
will  be  infinitely  better  for  the  temperance  cause  if  those  who  are  directing 
its  policies  will  accept  a  conservative  and  middle  course,  taking  advantage 
of  the  universal  enthusiasm  to  establish  the  rule  of  high  license  with  its 
manifold  advantages,  including  the  highly  important  one  of  setting  the 
liquor  traffic  itself  on  guard  against  illicit  practices.  Wherever  Prohibition 
has  been  tried,  it  has  failed;  wherever  high  license,  it  has  succeeded,  at  least 
to  the  extent  of  measurably  reducing  the  evils  of  the  liquor  traffic.” 

MR.  CLEVELAND  SOUNDS  A  WARNING 

No  less  eminent  a  voice  than  that  of  Ex- President  Grover  Cleveland 
has  lately  sounded  a  warning  as  to  the  dangers  involved  in  such  a  movement 
of  revolutionary  fanaticism  as  the  Prohibition  “crusade.”  “Of  course 
there  is  always  need  of  reform,”  says  Mr.  Cleveland,  “a  need  to  the  body 
politic  of  something  better  than  we  have,  by  way  of  correcting  evils,  re¬ 
straining  hurtful  tendencies,  preventing  unlawful  conduct,  and  in  other 
directions  protecting  the  public  good — but  in  doing  all  this  there  should  at 
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the  same  time  be  kept  steadily  in  sight  the  protection  of  that  personal  and 
private  liberty  of  action  which  lies  at  the  foundation  of  our  institutions.” 

Mr.  Cleveland  goes  on  to  point  out  that  the  things  which  should  be 
enacted  under  the  name  of  reform  and  the  methods  by  which  reform  should 
be  reached,  are  apt  to  make  us  heedless  of  personal  liberty  and  private 
right.  And  he  adds  most  significantly:  “At  times  these  movements  are 
characterized  by  a  sort  of  frenzied  misjudgment  so  intense  that  one  has 
only  to  suggest  that  possibly  there  may  be  such  a  thing  as  a  good  cause 
run  mad,  to  subject  himself  to  accusation  of  favoring,  or  at  least  excusing, 
wrong  conditions.” 

From  this  brief  but  pithy  statement  of  a  great  question,  the  man  whom 
millions  of  his  fellow  citizens  regard  as  the  most  illustrious  living  American 
deduces  this  wise  conclusion : 

“  All  good  citizens  should  be  enlisted  in  the  reform  of  abuses.  But  their  work 
need  be  none  the  less  effective  because  they  are  soberly  conscious  that  when  the 
blare  of  trumpets  is  heard  no  more,  the  glory  of  reform  accomplished,  and  of  a 
safe  and  beneficent  public  policy  made  strong  and  lasting,  will  be  a  hundredfold 
brighter  and  more  satisfactory  if  the  vigor  of  wholesome  and  sound  personal 
liberty  shall  still  remain  unimpaired.” 

THE  CASE  OF  DR.  THOMPSON 

Dr.  Robert  Ellis  Thompson,  President  of  the  Central  High  School, 
Philadelphia,  an  eminent  writer  on  economic  subjects,  became  a  subject 
of  heated  discussion  during  the  local  option  fight  in  that  city.  In  a  talk  to 
his  pupils  Dr.  Thompson  had  expressed  very  positive  views  adverse  to 
prohibitory  legislation  and  had  favored  the  permissive  sale  of  beer  during 
certain  hours  on  Sunday.  The  learned  gentleman’s  liberal  attitude  called 
forth  a  storm  of  denunciation  from  the  strait-laced  element  in  the  City  of 
Brotherly  Love,  and  for  a  time  the  case  of  Dr.  Thompson  absorbed  public 
interest.  It  was  even  thought  that  he  would  be  forced  from  the  educational 
position  which  he  has  held  with  great  credit  during  many  years,  and  his 
enemies  certainly  spared  no  pains'  to  that  end.  However,  the  doctor  did 
not  lack  friends  and  defenders,  the  bulk  of  public  sentiment  being  in  his  favor 
as  well  as  the  faculty  of  the  school,  who  tendered  him  a  vote  of  confidence. 

All  in  all,  the  controversy  which  his  courage  and  independence  had 
provoked  left  his  character  higher  than  before,  while  it  strengthened  liberal 
opinion  in  Philadelphia. 

At  the  close  of  this  discussion  Dr.  Thompson  contributed  to  a  New 
York  journal  (the  Irish  World  and  American  Liberator )  a  notable  article  on 
the  topic,  “  Is  Prohibition  the  Remedy?  ”  in  which  he  re-asserted  his  position 
with  great  force  and  ability.  In  this  paper  he  argues  for  reformation  rather 
than  Prohibition,  declaring  that  to  rise  above  temptation  by  self-control 
is  to  achieve  a  moral  gain  of  far  higher  value  than  to  escape  it  by  some  act 
of  legal  restraint.  He  maintains  that  the  appeal  to  law  for  the  settlement 
of  every  kind  of  social  problem  would  eventuate  in  socialism,  if  carried  to 
its  logical  results. 
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Dr.  Thompson  further  holds  that  the  right  of  the  State  to  forbid  the 
use  of  anything  because  of  the  abuse  of  that  thing,  cannot  be  maintained, 
since  by  the  same  reasoning  the  case  for  the  abolition  of  private  property 
would  be  much  stronger  than  that  for  the  abolition  of  the  trade  in  alcoholic 
liquors.  He  makes  the  point  that  “the  means  of  self-indulgence  exist  in 
too  many  forms  for  human  ingenuity  to  combat.  Twenty  kinds  of  other¬ 
wise  useful  and  even  necessary  drugs,  have  been  abused  as  substitutes  for 
strong  drink.  Law  is  by  far  too  clumsy  an  agency  for  dealing  with  such  a 
problem.” 

As  a  final  argument,  Dr.  Thompson  asks,  “Who  will  enforce  the  law 
which  is  to  make  men  moral  and  sober?”  And  he  concludes:  “Not  even 
Maine  has  succeeded  in  that,  although  a  special  constabulary  was  created 
out  of  the  friends  of  Prohibition  and  was  invested  with  the  largest  powers 
for  the  enforcement  of  the  law.  One  result  is  a  large  diversion  of  hypocrisy, 
humbug  and  lawlessness  among  the  people  of  the  Prohibitionist  States. 
Another  is  the  development  of  human  ingenuity  in  discovering  ways  to 
circumvent  the  law.” 

STATISTICS  AS  TO  ENGLISH  SALOONS 


In  our  report  last  year,  and  subsequently  in  pamphlet  form,  we  pre¬ 
sented  a  large  series  of  tables  compiled  from  the  United  States  Census, 
showing  the  proportion  of  arrests  for  drunkenness  to  number  of  saloons 
in  many  license  cities,  and  also  the  arrests  for  the  same  cause  in  Prohibition 
cities.  These  figures  were  completely  disconcerting  to  the  advocates  of 
local  option  and  Prohibition,  proving  as  they  did  that  the  number  of  saloons 
bore  no  logical  relation  whatever  to  the  amount  of  drunkenness  in  a  given 
locality,  since  the  arrests  for  this  cause  were  generally  more  numerous  in 
Prohibition  than  in  license  territory. 


Mr.  Cecil  F.  Parr  has  recently  published  a  series  of  articles  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  in  the  London  Times,  which  indicate  similar  conclusions.  He  gives  a 
table  of  comparison  between  all  the  towns  of  England  and  Wales  of  over 
20,000  inhabitants  showing  the  proportion  of  the  population  first  to  the 
number  of  public  houses,  and  secondly,  to  the  number  of  convictions  for 
drunkenness.  The  showing  is  no  less  remarkable  than  our  own.  We 
append  a  few  of  the  most  remarkable : 


Number  of 
Public  houses 
to  Population. 


Cambridge .  ioo 

Maidstone . •. .  140 

Canterbury . .  .  xoo 

Colchester .  140 


Number  of 
Convictions 
to  Population. 
I  to  500 
I  to  500 
I  to  260 
I  to  440 


That  these  figures  were  gathered  some  years  ago  in  no  way  impairs  the 
lesson  they  convey.  Conditions  have  not  appreciably  changed  since  they 
were  taken. 


In  the  recent  debates  on  the  new  Licensing  Act  it  was  shown,  with¬ 
out  contradiction,  that  the  convictions  for  drunkenness  were  greatest 
in  the  counties  where  the  number  of  saloons  per  10,000  was  lowest,  namely: 
Yorkshire,  Glamorganshire,  Durham  and  Northumberland.  The  best 
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counties  in  the  matter  of  convictions  were  Oxford  and  Cambridge;  and  they 
were  the  counties  with  the  very  largest  ratio  of  licenses. 

British  temperance  people,  by  the  way,  have  lately  received  a  painful 
shock  from  a  government  analysis  of  some  of  their  soft  drinks, — a  shock 
similar  to  that  caused  by  the  patent  medicine  disclosures  of  the  Ladies'  Home 
Journal  in  this  country  a  few  years  ago.  Many  of  the  drinks  were 
alcoholized  and  out  of  the  4,100  samples  examined,  3,098  contained  more 
than  two  per  cent,  of  alcohol.  Fizzy  drinks,  such  as  ginger  beer,  herb 
beer  and  sarsaparilla,  were  the  worst  offenders,  some  of  them  containing 
as  much  alcohol  as  claret. 

WAS  LINCOLN  A  PROHIBITIONIST? 

The  question  as  to  whether  Lincoln  was  a  drinking  man  or  held  extreme 
temperance  views,  has  been  very  extensively  debated  in  the  press,  without 
complete  satisfaction  to  either  side.  Our  Mr.  Thomann  has  investigated 
the  matter  with  his  usual  thoroughness  and  has  embodied  the  results  in 
an  interesting  pamphlet  which  we  have  very  lately  published  under  the 
title,  “Was  Lincoln  A  Prohibitionist?” 

Mr.  Thomann  notes  that  the  biographies  of  Lincoln  offer  as  to  this  point 
a  bewildering  mass  of  contradictory  evidence.  Allen  Thomdyke  Rice 
makes  Lincoln  say  in  one  place  that  he  “never  tasted  liquor  in  his  life ,”  and 
in  another  that  he  “ had  not  done  so  for  many  years.’’  C.  G.  Leland  is  quoted 
to  the  effect  that  “men  yet  alive  have  seen  Lincoln  lift  a  fidl  barrel  of  liquor 
and  drink  from  the  bung-hole.’’  Miss  Tarbell  relates  instances  of  his  attending 
banquets  where  much  wine  and  other  liquor  was  drunk  and  admits  that  he 
was  at  one  time  a  licensed  dealer  in  liquors.  Finally,  Ward  H.  Lamon’s 
“Life  of  Abraham  Lincoln”  is  cited  as  probably  coming  nearest  to  the 
truth : 

“He  abstained  himself,  not  so  much  upon  principle,  as  because  of  a 
total  lack  of  appetite.  He  had  no  taste  for  -spirituous  liquors ;  and  when 
he  took  them,  it  was  a  punishment  to  him,  not  an  indulgence.  But  he  dis¬ 
liked  sumptuary  laws,  and  would  not  prescribe  by  statute  what  other  men 
should  eat  or  drink.  When  the  temperance  men  ran  to  the  Legislature  to 
invoke  the  power  of  the  State, — his  voice — the  most  eloquent  among  them — 
was  silent.  He  did  not  oppose  them,  but  quietly  withdrew  from  the  cause 
and  left  others  to  manage  it.” 

After  quoting  from  Lincoln’s  speeches  showing  his  tolerant  and  merci¬ 
ful  attitude  toward  the  victims  of  drink  and  his  implied  hatred  of  all  in¬ 
tolerance,  Mr.  Thomann  sums  up  the  case  as  follows: 

“Our  conclusion,  then,  must  be  that  in  the  latter  part  of  his  life  Abraham 
Lincoln,  after  having  been  a  moderate  drinker  and  a  seller  of  liquor,  became 
a  total-abstainer;  but  that,  as  Lamon  puts  it,  he  abstained  not  so  much 
upon  principle  as  on  account  of  a  total  lack  of  appetite.  Lincoln’s  own 
address,  as  quoted  herein,  affords  ample  warrant  for  this  view.  Indeed, 
the  first  lines  of  the  second  quotation  seem  to  have  inspired  Lamon’s  utter¬ 
ance. 

“Although  himself  a  total-abstainer  and  an  ardent  friend  of  the  cause 
of  temperance,  Lincoln  was  utterly  opposed,  as  his  own  words  show,  to 
sumptuary  laws,  and  would  therefore,  were  he  living  to-day,  oppose  Pro¬ 
hibition.” 
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PURITY  OF  AMERICAN  BEER 

An  interesting  discussion  as  to  the  purity  of  domestic  beer  was  opened 
in  the  New  York  Sun  recently  by  an  anonymous  person  who  alleged  various 
unworthy  methods  of  brewing  on  the  part  of  the  American  trade.  The 
writer  was  utterly  incompetent  to  handle  his  subject  from  any  side,  not  to 
say  the  scientific  or  technical  one,  concerning  which  his  ignorance  was 
abysmal.  Thus,  he  maintained  that  “thousands  of  barrels  of  lager  beer 
are  sold  throughout  this  country  daily  because  our  American  brewers,  with 
hardly  any  exception,  will  not  make  the  pure  article.”  Also  he  alleged 
the  use  of  ground-up  hulls  of  com  with  other  deleterious  and  cheapening 
substances,  resulting  in  the  wholesale  impurity  of  American  beer. 

Under  direction  of  your  President,  the  Assistant  Secretary  prepared  a 
reply  to  the  aforesaid  communication,  fully  exposing  the  groundlessness 
of  the  charges  advanced.  The  total  importation  of  foreign  beers  was  shown 
to  be  about  one-fifth  of  one  per  cent,  of  the  domestic  consumption — a  negli¬ 
gible  quantity.  A  mass  of  official  evidence  was  adduced,  establishing  the 
general  purity  and  wholesomeness  of  our  beer.  It  was  pointed  out 
that — as  all  persons  with  any  real  knowledge  of  brewing  are  aware — com 
grits  and  rice  are  regarded  as  peculiarly  desirable  malt  adjuncts  in  this  and 
many  European  countries;  and  it  was  shown  that  when  com  is  used,  only 
the  best  part,  the  inside  of  the  grain,  free  from  allhulls,  istaken.  Finally, 
the  anonymous  accuser  was  informed  that  the  United  States  Agricultural 
Department,  which  is  generally  charged  with  the  administration  of  the 
pure  food  law,  admits  com,  rice  and  wheat  as  barley  adjuncts  in  brewing. 
That  our  censor  was  in  evident  ignorance  of  this  fact,  sufficiently  illustrates 
his  unfitness  to  deal  with  the  subject  he  had  so  rashly  chosen. 

No  second  communication  appeared  from  the  writer  referred  to,  but 
others  took  up  the  discussion,  pro  and  con,  and  it  continued  for  some  time 
longer.  An  alleged  hop  dealer  having  charged  that  American  brewers  are 
using  substitutes  for  hops,  your  Secretary  pointed  out  that  hop  culture  in 
the  United  States  has  so  increased  within  the  last  few  years  as  to  surpass 
the  increase  of  beer  consumption,  great  as  this  has  been.  Further,  he 
exposed  the  absurdity  of  the  charge  noted,  in  that  there  is  no  substitute 
for  hops  and  that  even  if  there  were,  the  cost  of  hops  is  not  a  large  enough 
item  to  tempt  brewers  to  use  it. 

The  original  communication  making  the  charges  above  mentioned 
was  republished  in  the  Chicago  News.  On  request  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
that  newspaper  courteously  afforded  publicity  to  his  reply. 

WRONGING  THE  OLD  SOLDIERS 

The  abolition  by  the  last  Congress  of  the  beer  halls  or  canteens  in  the 
old  soldiers’  homes  has  been  followed  by  deplorable  consequences,  as  was 
but  too  vainly  predicted  by  the  opponents  of  that  unwise  measure.  Many 
of  the  veterans,  deprived  of  the  mild  stimulants  afforded  in  the  canteen, 
went  to  the  outside  dives,  and  as  a  result  are  dying  of  alcoholism.  Major 
Moses  Martin,  General  Manager  of  the  homes,  reports  an  increase  of  cases 
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from  all  the  States  during  the  past  year,  the  smallest  being  thirteen  per  cent . 
at  the  Pacific  branch,  the  largest  ninety-one  per  cent,  at  the  Eastern  branch 
in  Maine — a  Prohibition  State! 

As  for  general  increase  of  drunkenness  directly  attributable  to  the  closing 
of  the  canteens,  the  official  figures  given  are  extraordinary.  During  the 
first  eight  months  of  the  past  fiscal  year,  offenses  due  to  drunkenness  in¬ 
creased  by  1,576  over  the  last  corresponding  period,  or  28.02  per  cent. 
Governor  Richards  of  the  Maine  old  soldiers’  branch,  reports  that  in  his 
vicinity  saloons  running  in  spite  of  the  prohibitory  law,  have  doubled  in 
•number;  that  pocket  peddlers  furtively  dispense  to  the  veterans  “liquor 
of  the  vilest  character,”  the  injurious  effects  of  which  upon  those  who  drink 
it  “can  hardly  be  overestimated.” 

Commenting  upon  these  facts  the  excellent  and  conservative  New 
York  Times  observes:  “The  temperance  workers  have  taken  a  backward 
step  in  this  matter.  The  canteen  appropriation  should  be  restored  both 
for  the  old  soldiers  and  for  the  active  regulars.” 

So  it  undoubtedly  will  be  when  we  shall  have  a  Congress  of  sufficient 
moral  fibre  to  withstand  the  threats  and  importunities  of  the  W.  C.  T.  U. 
and  all  the  rest  of  the  army  of  intolerance.  The  recent  action  of  Congress 
seems  to  forbid  an  early  fulfillment  of  this  hope. 

SECRETARY  TAFT  ON  PROHIBITION 
During  the  discussions  of  the  past  year,  Secretary  Taft’s  statesman-like 
utterance  on  prohibitory  laws  was  very  often  misquoted,  and  not  infrequently 
it  was  called  in  question  by  ill-informed  disputants  on  the  other  side.  What 
the  Secretary  really  said  is  to  be  found  in  his  excellent  book  “Four  Aspects 
of  Civic  Duty.”  For  the  information  of  our  members  we  quote  the  wise 
and  pregnant  words  of  one  of  the  most  enlightened  statesmen  of  our  time : 

“Nothing  is  more  foolish,  nothing  more  utterly  at  variance  with  sound 
policy  than  to  enact  a  law  which,  by  reason  of  conditions  surrounding 
the  community,  is  incapable  of  enforcement.  Such  instances  are  sometimes 
presented  by  sumptuary  laws,  by  which  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
is  prohibited  under  penalties  in  localities  where  the  public  sentiment  of  the 
immediate  community  does  not  and  will  not  sustain  the  enforcement  of  the 
law.  In  such  cases  the  legislation  usually  is  the  result  of  agitation  by  the 
people  in  the  country  districts  who  are  determined  to  make  their  fellow 
citizens  in  the  city  better.  The  enactment  of  the  law  comes  through  the 
country  representatives,  who  form  a  majority  of  the  Legislature,  but  the  en¬ 
forcement  of  the  law  is  among  the  people  who  are  generally  opposed  to  its 
enactment,  and  under  such  circumstances  the  law  is  a  dead  letter.  In 
cases  where  the  sale  of  liquor  can  not  be  prohibited  in  fact,  it  is  far  better 
to  regulate  and  diminish  the  evil  than  to  attempt  to  stamp  it  out. 

“By  the  enactment  of  a  drastic  law  and  the  failure  to  enforce  it,  there  is 
injected  into  the  public  mind  the  idea  that  laws  are  to  be  observed  or  violated 
according  to  the  will  of  those  affected.  I  need  not  say  how  altogether 
pernicious  such  a  loose  theory  is.  The  constant  violation  or  neglect 

of  any  law  leads  to  a  demoralization  of  all  laws.” 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Rudolph  J.  Schaefer,  Chairman,  H.  A.  Rueter, 

Hugh  F.  Fox,  Secretary,  Joseph  E.  Uihlein, 

John  F.  Becker,  Michael  Monahan, 

Louis  J.  Bauer*,  Editor  Literary  Bureau. 


♦Deceased. 


94 


THE  PRESIDENT: — Gentlemen,  you  have  heard  the  report 
of  the  Publication  Committee.  What  is  your  pleasure  concerning 
it? 

MR.  UIHLEIN: — I  move  that  the  report  be  adopted. 

The  motion  was  carried. 

THE  PRESIDENT : — Gentlemen,  the  next  in  the  regular  order 
of  business  is  the  reading  of  communications.  The  Secretary 
will  read. 

THE  SECRETARY: — We  very  much  regret  to  have  to  an¬ 
nounce  the  receipt  of  a  message  from  J.  Topham  Richardson,  Esq., 
that  it  will  be  impossible  for  him  to  be  present.  When  he  was  in 
New  York  a  week  ago  he  intended  to  be  here  and  had  credentials 
to  represent  the  British  brewers.  He  had  to  go  to  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah,  on  some  business,  and  he  has  written  expressing  his  regret 
that  he  cannot  avail  himself  of  our  invitation. 

The  Secretary  then  read  the  following  communication : 

Knutsford  Hotel,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  June  6th,  1908. 
Mr.  Hugh  F.  Fox,  Secretary, 

U.  S.  Brewers’  Association. 

Dear  Mr.  Fox: — 

First  let  me  say  what  a  great  disappointment  it  is  to  me  that  I  have  to 
forego  the  pleasure  of  attending  your  Brewers’  Convention  at  Milwaukee 
on  the  9th  as  I  had  planned  to  do  when  we  met  in  New  York,  and  that  I 
have  to  content  myself  with  writing  a  few  words  to  you  which  I  shall  esteem 
it  as  an  honor  if  you  will  be  good  enough  to  read  to  the  members  of  your 
conference.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  ask  you  to  do  this  because  I  feel  that, 
although  in  many  respects  this  contest  in  which  we  are  engaged  in  England 
differs  from  that  you  are  waging  in  the  United  States,  yet  the  main  principles 
involved  are  the  same,  and  I  feel  that  by  an  interchange  of  views  from  time 
to  time  we  may  render  reciprocal  assistance.  Let  me  say  that  this  is  the 
view  held  by  our  Brewers’  Society  in  England  with  which  I  was  in  cor¬ 
respondence  before  leaving  home,  and  it  is  in  the  name  of  this  Society  that  I 
beg  to  tender  their  full  sympathy  with  you  in  your  struggle  in  defence  of 
your  rights  and  interests  and  to  assure  you  that  at  any  time  they  can  render 
you  assistance  they  will  be  pleased  to  do  it. 

Another  reason  which  will  appeal  very  strongly  to  our  members  to 
cooperate  as  far  as  possible  with  you,  is  the  fact  that  your  “Prohibition” 
legislation  is  constantly  quoted  against  us  as  working  effectively  and  in¬ 
creasingly  and  as  being  readily  accepted  by  the  community  as  a  whole  as 
in  the  best  interests  of  temperance  and  by  the  “traders”  quite  sub¬ 
missively,  the  question  of  compensation  for  disturbance  never  being 
raised.  That  such  statements  were  absolutely  false  I  was  aware  of  before 
I  left  England  and  I  am  now  in  a  position  to  positively  refute  them  after 
my  conference  with  you,  and  after  learning  the  actual  condition  on  the  spot. 
Such  restrictive  legislation  as  is  being  enacted  with  you  and  is  proposed 
with  us  I  regard  as  a  farce,  inasmuch  as  it  affects  injuriously  the  character 
of  the  individual,  as  it  is  a  reflection  on  his  powers  of  self-control  and  as  such 
should  be  repudiated  and  opposed  by  him  by  every  means  in  his  power. 

It  appears  to  me  that  the  various  religious  bodies  in  the  United  States 
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have  identified  themselves  very  emphatically  with  this  legislation,  which, 
on  the  face  of  it,  should  not  be  a  matter  of  surprise  as  they  may  honestly 
believe  such  legislation  is  prompted  in  the  interests  of  temperance,  but  much 
harm  is  done  by  misconception  and  by  ignorance  as  well  as  by  wilful  misjudg- 
ment  of  a  case,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  wise  men  who  know  to  prevent  the  harm 
which  may  be  done  by  good  men  who  don’t  know.  The  church  as  a  body 
in  England,  headed  by  the  Primate  and  the  Bishops,  supported  the  “Licens¬ 
ing  Bill”  now  before  Parliament,  but  when  it  was  proved  to  them  that  their 
action  had  been  premature  and  that  the  measure  had  not  reached  its  religious 
or  moral  stage  but  was  still  in  its  actuarial  or  economic  stage,  they  re¬ 
considered  their  attitude  with  the  result  that  the  Primate  himself  is  weaken¬ 
ing  in  his  opposition  and  that  many  of  our  Bishops  and  Clergy  are  con¬ 
sistently  opposing  the  Bill.  I  can  only  trust  that  this  precedent  may  be 
followed  in  the  United  States. 

Another  point  I  urge  with  insistence  in  my  own  country  is  that  the 
natural  tendency  of  the  people  is  towards  sobriety,  which  is  accounted  for 
by  the  spread  of  education  and  by  increased  national  recreation  daily  getting 
within  reach  of  all  classes.  The  introduction  of  “motor  traction”  has  done 
more  to  advance  real  temperance  in  England  than  all  the  clamorings  of  the 
“total  abstinence”  parties  for  the  past  twenty-five  years.  I  advocate  the 
eschewing  of  ardent  spirits  and  the  drinking  of  beer  and  the  playing  of 
golf  as  the  best  policy  for  young  Americans  to  follow.  Here  let  me  say  that 
I  regard  it  as  regrettable  that  your  would-be  legislators  do  not  differentiate 
between  spirits  and  beer,  the  harm  wrought  by  the  former  being  altogether 
in  excess  of  that  caused  by  over-indulgence  in  the  latter.  It  is  the  sur¬ 
reptitious  consumption  of  spirits,  especially  by  women,  which  is  really 
doing  most  harm  in  both  countries. 

I  will  not  trespass  farther  on  your  patience,  but  I  shall  look  forward 
to  seeing  some  system  of  interchange  of  ideas  and  policy  as  regards  “Pro¬ 
hibition”  legislation  established  between  the  United  States  and  my  own 
country,  with  the  result  that  the  excellent  international  relations  which 
exist  at  the  present  moment  may  not  only  be  maintained  but  improved 
thereby.  Believe  me, 

Yours  faithfully, 

J.  TOPHAM  RICHARDSON. 

The  Secretary  also  read  the  following  letter: 

New  York,  May  25th,  1908. 

To  the  Members, 

The  U.  S.  Brewers’  Association, 

Milwaukee,  Wis. 

Gentlemen  : — 

At  the  last  meeting  of  our  Council  it  was  resolved  to  take  advantage 
of  this  occasion  of  your  48th  Convention  in  Milwaukee,  to  call  your  attention 
to  the  ever-growing  importance  of  our  Society. 

The  American  Brewing  Institute  was  founded  in  March,  1901,  for  the 
object  of  promoting  the  technology  of  brewing  and  malting  by  the  reading 
and  discussion  of  scientific,  technical  and  practical  papers,  on  any  subject 
of  interest  to  the  brewing,  malting  and  fermentation  industries.  It  is  an 
entirely  independent  corporation.  It  has  no  “axe  to  grind.”  It  is  not  a 
so-called  mutual  admiration  society.  It  is  strictly  collective  and  non¬ 
personal.  It  has  no  other  aim  than  the  greatest  good  of  the  greatest  number 
and  to  help  forward  every  branch  of  art  or  science,  that  may  be  capable  of 
practical  application  to  brewing,  malting  and  fermentation.  In  a  word, 
it  seeks  to  bring  about  a  more  complete  union  between  scientists  and  the 
men  of  practice,  and  men  of  commerce  now  engaged  in  brewing  and  malting. 
Its  monthly  bulletins,  or  transactions,  have  given  to  the  world  a  large 
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number  of  original  papers  by  various  recognized  authorities,  and  its  officers 
are  now  seeking  to  increase  its  value,  scope  and  influence  by  substantially 
increasing  its  membership,  and  its  financial  income.  It  is  the  intention 
of  the  Council  and  Executive  to  offer  money  prizes  (open  to  world-wide 
competition)  for  original  communications  in  the  form  of  papers  to  be  dis¬ 
cussed  at  the  stated  meetings,  on  all  and  any  subjects  connected  with  brewing 
and  its  allied  industries,  and,  since  all  those  who  are  connected  in  any  capa¬ 
city  with  the  work  of  developing  the  arts  of  brewing,  malting  and  fermenta¬ 
tion,  either  scientifically,  mechanically,  or  commercially,  are  eligible  for 
membership,  or  associate  membership,  it  is  confidently  expected  that  all 
members  of  the  U.  S.  Brewers’  Association  will  respond  to  this  appeal  by 
sending  in  their  applications  without  further  delay.  The  initiation  fee  is 
$5.00;  annual  dues,  $10.00. 

THE  AMERICAN  BREWING  INSTITUTE, 

DR.  CARL  RACH,  President. 


THE  PRESIDENT Gentlemen,  we  have  a  brewer  here 
from  a  State  which,  although  it  cannot  be  called,  like  Pennsylvania, 
the  Banner  State  of  the  Union,  as  regards  the  recent  campaign, 
still  it  gave  a  pretty  good  account  of  itself.  I  refer  to  the  State  of 
Georgia,  and  I  would  like  to  have  you  listen  a  few  minutes  to 
Mr.  Hermann,  of  Georgia. 

MR.  HERMANN: — Mr.  President,  and  gentlemen  of  the  Con¬ 
vention  : 

I  have  been  asked  to  give  a  talk  to  this  assembly  on  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  affairs  in  the  State  of  Georgia,  the  first  Southern  State  to  pass 
a  Prohibition  law.  About  ten  years  ago,  for  the  first  time  in  the 
history  of  our  State,  we  were  threatened  with  prohibitory  legisla¬ 
tion.  A  member  of  the  Lower  House  named  Willingham  intro¬ 
duced  a  bill  which  had  for  its  object  the  absolute  prohibition  of 
the  liquor  traffic.  We  had  been  running  along  undisturbed  for 
so  many  years  that  we  were  taken  completely  by  surprise  and 
were  totally  unprepared.  There  were  then,  as  now,  four  breweries 
in  the  State,  located  in  Atlanta,  Savannah,  Macon  and  Augusta. 
These  four  brewers  got  together,  delegations  from  various  parts 
of  the  State  appeared  before  the  Legislature  and  entered  strong 
protests  against  the  passage  of  the  bill,  and  by  sticking  together 
we  succeeded  in  defeating  the  measure,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  the  preachers  and  the  Women’s  Christian  Temperance  Union 
fought  us  to  the  last  ditch. 

From  that  time  to  the  present  the  Prohibition  forces  have 
worked  unceasingly,  and  it  has  been  necessary  for  us  to  be  on  the 
alert  day  and  night  to  prevent  another  surprise  of  the  same  nature. 
From  time  to  time  various  counties  which  had  no  large  towns  or 
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cities  in  them  voted  “dry,”  but  the  cities,  without  a  single  ex¬ 
ception,  invariably  expressed  themselves  as  overwhelmingly  in 
favor  of  a  continuance  of  the  liquor  traffic. 

I  suppose  you  are  aware  that  there  is  practically  but  one 
political  party,  the  Democratic  party,  in  Georgia,  with  white 
primaries  at  which  all  differences  with  regard  to  issues  and  candi¬ 
dates  for  office  are  settled,  so  that  when  the  Democratic  State  Con¬ 
vention  in  1906  inserted  a  local  option  plank  in  their  platform, 
we  felt  there  was  no  immediate  cause  for  alarm.  The  present 
Governor  of  our  State,  Hoke  Smith  (who  in  last  week’s  primary 
met  his  Waterloo) ,  and  all  of  the  members  of  the  Legislature  elected 
during  that  year  were  elected  on  this  platform.  The  subject  of 
Prohibition  was  not  mentioned  during  the  entire  campaign  but 
early  in  1907  we  learned  that  the  Anti-Saloon  League  had  invaded 
the  State  and  was  quietly  making  preparations  for  the  introduction 
of  a  Prohibition  bill.  We  thought  we  had  been  watchful,  but  again 
we  were  taken  by  surprise. 

The  advocates  of  Prohibition  were  not  at  all  punctilious  as 
to  the  methods  which  they  employed.  There  is  a  law  in  Georgia 
which  prohibits  the  presence  of  lobbyists  in  the  capitol  building, 
but  they  disregarded  and  trampled  upon  this  statute  with  impunity. 
Men,  women  and  children  filled  the  corridors  of  the  capitol  and  the 
walks  surrounding  the  building;  prayer  meetings  were  held  in  the 
committee  rooms,  cloak  rooms,  corridors,  on  the  steps  and  on  the 
street,  and  the  lawmakers  were  buttonholed  at  their  hotels,  at 
their  meals,  on  the  street  and  anywhere  else  that  life  could  be  made 
miserable  for  them. 

The  whip  was  used  on  members  of  both  Houses,  and  threats 
of  political  death  were  freely  made  to  all  who  failed  to  support  the 
bill  when  it  came  up  for  final  passage.  No  weapon  is  so  effective 
as  that  which  threatens  an  office-holder  with  political  annihilation. 
It  may  not  be  out  of  place  to  mention  one  of  the  chief  causes  of  the 
Prohibition  sentiment  now  prevalent  in  Georgia.  The  State  is 
composed  largely  of  rural  districts  and  these  can  outvote  the  cities 
three  to  one  at  any  time.  For  some  years  wholesale  liquor  dealers 
had  been  very  active  in  the  dry  counties,  despite  the  protests 
of  the  people  and  the  officials  in  these  sections;  their  drummers 
solicited  orders  from  negroes  as  well  as  whites,  and  the  negro, 
who  had  little  money,  was  supplied  with  a  whiskey  which  was 
absolutely  vile,  to  say  the  least.  The  people  insisted  upon  this 
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being  stopped,  and  finally  served  notice  that  unless  the  city  dealers 
stopped  shipping  whiskey  into  their  counties,  they  would  unite  and 
drive  it  out  of  the  State  entirely.  As  they  could  outvote  us  three 
to  one,  you  can  readily  see  how  little  chance  we  have  when  the 
country  becomes  arrayed  against  the  cities  upon  such  a  question. 

While  all  this  is  true,  Governor  Smith  could  have  prevented 
the  passage  of  a  Prohibition  bill,  and  would  have  done  so  had  he 
been  consistent.  He  was  elected  on  a  local  option  platform,  and 
when  the  Prohibition  question  was  presented  it  would  have  only 
been  necessary  for  him  to  say  that  such  a  measure  was  a  violation 
of  the  platform  adopted  by  the  Democratic  State  Convention,  and 
that  those  who  wished  to  see  such  a  law  passed  should  make  the 
fight  at  the  next  primary,  and  in  the  next  State  Convention.  But 
instead  of  doing  this,  he  stated  that  he  would  sign  a  Prohibition 
bill  if  such  a  measure  were  passed  by  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives.  This  practically  settled  the  matter. 

As  to  whether  Prohibition  prohibits  in  Georgia  any  more  than 
in  other  States  where  similar  measures  have  been  in  operation,  per¬ 
mit  me  to  say,  it  does  not  and  it  never  will.  In  rural  districts 
where  the  sentiment  of  the  community  is  favorable,  the  law  is 
well  enforced,  except  that  any  one  who  desires  to  do  so  can  order 
his  liquor  delivered  by  express  from  some  dealer  in  the  adjoining 
States.  In  the  State  the  sales  are  much  less  than  they  were  before 
Prohibition,  but  the  outside  whiskey  dealers  are  the  chief  bene¬ 
ficiaries  now. 

At  the  present  time  it  seems  to  be  an  unwritten  law  in  Georgia 
that  a  malt  beverage  containing  not  more  than  two  per  cent,  of 
alcohol  can  be  sold  as  “near-beer.”  What  the  Legislature  will  do 
at  its  coming  session  in  July,  we  do  not  know;  but  the  brewers  of 
Georgia  hope  that  a  bill  will  be  passed  permitting  the  brewing  and 
sale  of  a  two  per  cent,  beer  or  possibly  even  a  stronger  beverage, 
with  certain  restrictions.  The  people  will  have  to  be  educated  to 
the  point  where  they  can  realize  that  such  a  beverage  is.  not  in¬ 
toxicating,  but  is  a  healthful,  temperance  drink.  To  accomplish 
this  we  have  a  long  and  hard  fight  ahead  of  us. 

Now,  in  all  candor,  do  you  not  think  it  would  show  a  better 
and  more  fraternal  spirit  if  the  outside  brewers  would  not  attempt 
to  compete  with  us  in  our  own  State,  in  the  manufacture  and  sale 
of  these  lighter  brewed  beers.  We  in  Georgia  are  fighting  for  our 
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very  existence,  and  in  common  fairness  I  beg  you  not  to  compete 
with  us  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  prohibition  beers. 

Gentlemen  of  the  Convention,  I  bring  to  you  the  felicitations 
and  cordial  good  will  of  the  brewers  of  Georgia.  We  congratulate 
you  upon  the  efficient  work  which  you  are  doing  to  protect  the 
members  of  our  Association  against  the  onslaughts  of  the  common 
enemy,  and  we  wish  to  assure  you  that  in  all  you  undertake  looking 
to  improvement  in  the  manufacture  of  the  people’s  beverage,  and 
in  the  conditions  under  which  it  is  sold,  you  will  at  all  times  have 
the  earnest  cooperation  of  the  brewers  of  Georgia.  ( Applause ) . 

THE  PRESIDENT: — The  Chair  takes  great  pleasure  in  asking 
Mr.  John  Gardiner,  of  Philadelphia,  to  address  the  Convention, 
and  tell  the  rest  of  the  brewers  of  the  country  how  the  good  fight 
was  fought  and  the  magnificent  results  achieved  in  Pennsylvania. 

MR.  GARDINER: — Mr.  President  and  gentlemen  of  the 
Convention :  the  honor  of  addressing  you  at  this  time  is  all  the  more 
appreciated  because  it  is  unexpected.  While  the  gentleman  who 
did  me  the  honor  to  call  upon  me  suggested  that  I  should  say 
something  upon  the  subject  of  the  affairs  in  Pennsylvania,  I  desire 
before  touching  upon  that  subject  to  congratulate  my  successor 
in  office  upon  this,  the  most  successful  Convention  in  the  history  of 
this  body.  {Applause). 

The  results  of  the  elections,  so  far  as  they  have  been  held  in 
the  several  States  of  the  Union,  are  not  unfavorable  to  our  side, 
and  in  view  of  what  has  occurred,  I  feel  that  we  are  justified  in 
looking  forward  to  the  future  with  greater  hopefulness  than  in  the 
past.  So  far  as  Pennsylvania  is  concerned,  I  may  say  that  if  the 
brewers  of  that  State  had  any  interest  in  achieving  the  result  that 
was  had,  that  result  is  a  tribute  to  the  organization  of  the  brewing 
industry,  and  so  far  as  that  organization  in  Pennsylvania  is  con¬ 
cerned,  it  offers  an  example  to  all  of  the  other  States  of  the  Union, 
because  there  We  have  an  association  that  is  concrete  and 
homogeneous,  and  to  increase  the  membership  of  which  it  is 
not  necessary  to  go  forth  into  the  several  counties  of  the  State,  but 
we  have  the  members  in  those  counties  coming  to  us  and  virtually 
knocking  upon  our  doors  and  asking  for  admission.  That  is  the 
spirit  that  makes  men  strong;  that  is  the  spirit  that  offers  encourage¬ 
ment  to  the  men  who  were  at  the  head  of  the  movement  and  who 
undertook  to  lead  the  hosts  of  the  brewers  in  the  State.  The  entire 
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question,  however,  seems  to  have  been  settled  by  the  men  behind 
the  gun,  the  men  who  exercised  the  right  of  suffrage  and  who  by 
their  ballot  have  indicated  that  Prohibition  and  local  option  are 
to  have  no  place  in  the  politics  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
do  not  know  that  I  can  say  anything  more  at  this  time,  except  to 
pay  a  tribute  to  those  men  who  did  me  the  honor  to  serve  under 
me  in  the  administration  of  the  association’s  affairs  in  my  State. 
Those  men  have  been  loyal,  they  have  been  hard-working,  they 
have  developed  into  a  class  of  citizens  who  look  above  financial 
interests  and  who  have  taken  a  broad  view  of  American  citizen¬ 
ship  in  endeavoring  to  lead  the  thought  of  the  State  in  the 
direction  of  the  highest  type  of  ideal  American  manhood.  (Ap¬ 
plause). 

THE  PRESIDENT: — We  would  now  like  to  hear  from  Mr. 
Otto  Huber,  of  Rock  Island,  Illinois. 

MR.  HUBER: — I  have  drawn  up  in  the  shape  of  a  resolution 
my  views  as  to  the  reformation  of  abuses  in  the  saloon  trade,  which 
I  beg  leave  to  present  and  ask  to  have  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Resolutions. 

THE  PRESIDENT : — Gentlemen,  you  have  heard  Mr.  Huber’s 
motion  that  the  resolutions  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Resolu¬ 
tions.  What  is  your  pleasure  ? 

MR.  HUBER: — It  is  not  necessary  for  this  Association  to  act 
upon  this  resolution.  It  is  merely  a  request  for  submission. 

THE  PRESIDENT: — As  there  is  no  motion  before  the  house, 
Mr.  Huber  stating  that  he  has  made  no  motion,  and  that  the  resolu¬ 
tion  is  presented  for  consideration  by  the  Committee  on  Resolu¬ 
tions,  that  Committee  will  take  charge  of  it. 

We  would  now  ask  Mr.  Ricks,  of  New  Orleans,  to  tell  us  some¬ 
thing  about  the  situation  in  his  State. 

MR.  RICKS  : — In  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  people  of  Louisi¬ 
ana  are  wine  drinkers  and  that  we  start  to  drinking  wine  there 
when  we  are  very  young,  the  drinking  of  beer  in  that  State  has 
made  great  progress  and  there  is  a  bill  now  before  our  Legislature 
which  provides  that  there  be  a  differential  license,  a  one-half 
license  in  respect  to  the  State,  city  or  other  sub-divisions,  that 
have  a  general  liquor  traffic.  This  has  been  brought  about  to 
a  great  extent  by  a  study  of  the  conditions  in  our  State  and 
an  endeavor  on  the  part  of  the  brewers  to  comply  with  the 
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sentiment  of  a  large  majority  of  the  people  with  respect  to 
the  condition  under  which  beverages  are  to  be  sold.  We 
recognize  that  there  was  some  reason  in  the  arguments  of  our 
friends  on  the  other  side — we  may  as  well  call  them  friends,  because 
some  of  them  are  our  friends — but  we  did  not  agree  with  them 
that  the  proper  remedy  was  to  destroy  or  wipe  out  the  liquor 
traffic  in  the  State.  The  chief  reason  why  the  local  option  senti¬ 
ment  made  such  headway  in  Louisiana  was  because  in  the  parishes 
in  North  Louisiana,  where  there  are  a  great  many  negroes,  the 
saloons  were  frequented  by  both  races  and  both  were  served  from 
the  same  counter,  out  of  the  same  glasses.  The  negroes  neglected 
their  duties  and  their  work,  and  acted  so  disgracefully  that  the 
better  class  of  people  felt  that  something  should  be  done  to  change 
the  conditions.  The  result  was  that  about  two-thirds  of  the 
representatives  recently  elected  to  the  Legislature  were  absolute 
Prohibitionists.  While  many  may  have  wanted  to  vote  against 
the  Prohibition  measures  introduced  into  the  Legislature,  they  were 
intimidated  by  women  and  children,  by  the  singing  of  hymns,  etc., 
until  they  felt  they  were  obliged  to  vote  for  Prohibition.  Fortun¬ 
ately  there  is  a  large  class  of  people  in  the  State  who  feel  that  it  is 
not  necessary  to  entirely  wipe  out  the  liquor  trade,  and  in  con¬ 
sequence,  we  have  been  able  to  get  before  the  Legislature  a  bill 
providing  for  the  separation  of  the  races,  as  well  as  for  the  separation 
of  the  bar-room  itself  from  the  grocery  store.  Perhaps  you  are  not 
acquainted  with  the  fact  that  in  our  State  a  great  many  grocery 
stores  have  licenses  and  sell  liquor  and  that  is  all  done  within  one 
room,  and  in  the  presence  of  women  and  children.  Now,  under 
the  bill  before  the  Legislature,  that  will  all  be  changed,  and  the  bar¬ 
room  part  of  the  business  will  be  partitioned  off  and  have  a  separate 
entrance  from  that  of  the  grocery  store,  thereby  doing  away  with 
a  very  objectionable  feature.  Of  course,  the  same  man  may  run 
the  grocery  store  and  the  saloon,  but  there  is  no  communication 
between  the  two  except  for  the  proprietor.  In  addition,  the 
license  has  been  increased  both  for  the  State  and  for  the  city  or 
parish. 

THE  PRESIDENT : — -The  Secretary  will  now  announce  the 
Committees  that  have  been  appointed  by  the  Chair. 

Thereupon  the  Secretary  announced  the  following  Com¬ 
mittees  : 
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Committee  on  Resolutions: 

RUDOLF  BRAND,  Chicago,  Ill. 

J.  RUPPERT,  Jr.,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

FRED  GOTTLIEB,  Baltimore,  Md. 

GUS.  PABST,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

HENRY  NICHOLAUS,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Nominating  Committee: 

JOHN  GARDINER,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

HENRY  FRESENIUS,  New  Haven,  Conn. 

OTTO  HUBER,  Rock  Island,  Ill. 

H.  F.  SCHARMANN,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

JAMES  E.  SCHWARTZENBACH,  Hornell,  N.  Y. 
CHAS.  SCHUTTE,  Newark,  N.  J. 

T.  C.  HAFFENREFFER,  Boston,  Mass. 

AUGUST  FITGER,  Duluth,  Minn. 

E.  A.  FAUST,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

AUGUST  GOEBEL,  Jr.,  Detroit,  Mich. 

A.  G.  RICKS,  New  Orleans,  La. 

GUSTAVE  BECHERER,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

GEORGE  EHRET,  Jr.,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Committee  on  Condolence: 

N.  W.  KENDALL,  New  Haven,  Conn. 

GEORGE  W.  STICKNEY,  Baltimore,  Md. 

A.  CARRY,  Washington,  D.  C. 

L.  FABACHER,  New  Orleans,  La. 

B.  FALLERT,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

Committee  on  Appropriations: 

JOSEPH  THEURER,  Chicago,  Ill. 

R.  J.  SCHAEFER,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  A.  STRANGMANN,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

THE  PRESIDENT: — The  executive  session  to-morrow  will 
immediately  follow  the  business  session.  It  is  expected  that  the 
business  session  will  be  very  short,  and  that  at  its  expiration, 
the  members  of  allied  trades  and  gentlemen  representing  the  press 
will  be  excused  and  the  brewers  and  officers  of  brewers’  associations 
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only  remain  for  the  executive  session. 
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MR.  THEURER: — Mr.  President,  before  we  adjourn,  I 
would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  members  present  to  the  fact 
that  we  have  brought  from  Chicago  a  pamphlet  entitled  “The 
Rise  and  Fall  of  Prohibition  in  Illinois,  1839  to  1855.”  It  was 
prepared  by  Mr.  Nicholas  Michels,  of  Chicago,  and  I  am  sure  will 
prove  of  great  interest.  Copies  of  this  pamphlet  have  been  placed 
on  the  table  in  the  rear  of  the  hall  where  they  may  be  obtained  by 
the  delegates.  I  believe  that  the  pamphlet  will  be  found  valuable 
as  a  supplement  to  the  publications  sent  out  from  New  York  by  the 
United  States  Brewers’  Association. 

Thereupon  the  Convention  adjourned  until  Wednesday,  June 
10th,  1908,  at  ten  o’clock,  a.  m. 
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THE  SECOND  DAY. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  the  Public  Service  Building, 
Wednesday,  June  ioth,  1908,  at  ten  o’clock,  a.  m.,  pursuant  to 
adjournment. 

THE  PRESIDENT: — The  first  in  the  order  of  business  is  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Resolutions. 

MR.  BRAND: — Mr.  President  and  gentlemen  of  the  Conven¬ 
tion,  your  Committee  on  Resolutions  begs  leave  to  report  as  follows: 

The  United  States  Brewers'  Association,  in  convention  as¬ 
sembled,  presents  the  following  declaration  of  principles  and 
declares  its  sympathy  with,  and  offers  its  cooperation  with  any 
movement  looking  to  THE  PROMOTION  OF  HABITS  OF  TEM¬ 
PERANCE  IN  THE  USE  OF  FERMENTED  BEVERAGES. 
By  temperance  is  meant  temperate  use— neither  abuse  or  disuse. 
We  believe  that  the  temperate  use  of  beer  promotes  health  and 
happiness,  which  are  the  underlying  conditions  of  morality  and 
social  order,  and  in  this  belief  we  are  supported  by  the  vast  pre¬ 
ponderance  of  educated  as  well  as  popular  opinion  all  over  the  world. 

Consistently  with  this  belief  we  favor  the  passage  and  the 
enforcement  of  laws  for  the  regulation  of  the  drink  traffic  and  for 
keeping  such  traffic  free  from  unlawful  and  improper  accessories, 
and  we  earnestly  desire  such  improvement  in  the  drinking  habits 
of  the  people  as  will  still  further  advance  temperance,  together 
with  the  spread  of  enlightenment  as  to  the  proper  functions  of  drink, 
whereby  the  individual  may  be  able  to  regulate  his  habits  according 
to  the  requirements  of  WHOLESOME  LIVING. 

We  realize  that  these  declarations  are  contrary  to  what  the 
public  is  being  persistently  told  by  those  who  are  opposed  to  the 
use  of  alcoholic  beverages,  in  regard  to  the  attitude  of  the  brewers 
towards  the  drink  question,  and  especially  towards  the  saloon. 
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For  that  reason  we  desire  to  make  clear  TWO  IMPORTANT 
POINTS. 

FIRST:— It  is  a  mistake  to  believe  that  the  COMMERCIAL 
INTEREST  of  the  brewer  stands  back  of  the  excessive  multiplica¬ 
tion  of  saloons  or  of  any  of  the  unlawful  or  improper  practices 
resorted  to  by  a  small  minority  of  saloon  keepers  to  swell  their  in¬ 
comes,  such  as  keeping  open  after  hours,  selling  to  minors  or  drunk¬ 
ards,  encouraging  or  tolerating  gambling  and  the  “social  evil”  in 
connection  with  their  places,  etc.  We  recognize  that  the  amount 
of  beer  sold  by  such  improper  and  unlawful  practices  is  trifling, 
and  is  more  than  offset  by  the  patronage  of  a  place  conducted 
according  to  law  and  the  proprieties.  We  also  recognize  that  the 
multiplication  of  saloons  beyond  the  requirements  of  the  market 
involves  great  expense  which  is  by  no  means  made  up  by  additional 
sales  of  beer,  and  that  the  maintenance  of  saloons  in  residence 
neighborhoods  where  they  are  not  desired  by  the  residents,  is 
neither  profitable  nor  wise,  as  the  antagonism  created  by  their 
presence  involves  greater  loss  than  the  sales  in  such  saloons  could 
make  good. 

We  are  not,  in  this  present  statement,  putting  our  arguments 
upon  the  basis  of  public  spirit  and  consideration  for  morals  or 
social  order.  While  yielding  to  no  class  of  citizens  in  cherishing 
these  sentiments  and  considerations,  and  believing  firmly  that  the 
temperate  use  of  fermented  beverages  promotes  both  morality  and 
social  order,  the  purpose  of  this  present  statement  is  only  to  dis¬ 
pel  the  FALSE  IMPRESSION  THAT  THE  COMMERCIAL 
INTEREST  OF  THE  BREWER  IS  SERVED  BY  ENCOURAG¬ 
ING  OR  CONNIVING  AT  LAWLESSNESS.  We  do  not  deny 
that  keen  competition  has  in  the  past  led  to  a  multiplication  of 
saloons  beyond  the  actual  requirements  of  the  market.  In  that 
respect  our  business  does  not  differ  from  many  other  lines,  some  of 
which  have  been  recently  overhauled  by  legislation  designed  to 
eliminate  the  evils  resulting  from  excessive  competition.  THE 
EXISTING  EVILS,  HOWEVER,  CAN  BE  ERADICATED  BY 
ACTION  ON  THE  PART  OF  INDIVIDUALS  IN  THE  TRADE 
ONLY  IF  THEY  ARE  AIDED  AND  SUPPORTED  BY  PUBLIC  ' 
SENTIMENT  AND  SUITABLE  LAWS,  which  will  make  it  im¬ 
possible  for  a  small  number  of  people  who  may  not  wish  to  abide 
by  the  concerted  action  of  the  majority  of  the  trade,  to  make  such 
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action  futile.  THE  BREWERS  ARE  READY  AND  ANXIOUS 
TO  DO  THEIR  SHARE,  to  cooperate  to  the  extent  of  their  power 
in  the  work  of  eliminating  abuses  connected  with  the  retail  trade. 
While  repudiating  the  charge  that  theirs  is  the  CHIEF  responsi¬ 
bility  for  the  existence  of  such  abuses,  they  ask  the  cooperation 
of  the  public  and  of  the  proper  authorities  in  the  work  of  making  the 
saloon  what  it  ought  to  be,  a  place  for  wholesome  refreshment  and 
recreation. 

SECOND:— The  brewer  is  charged  with  BEING  IN  POLITICS 
AND  USING  POLITICAL  POWER  for  the  purpose  of  influencing 
legislation,  paralyzing  executive  action  and  protecting  the  dis¬ 
orderly  saloon.  Such  statements  are  grossly  exaggerated.  Rather, 
it  is  true  that  the  existence  of  disorderly  saloons  is  in  many  cases 
the  work  of  a  certain  class  of  politicians  who  keep  them  alive  for 
their  own  purposes  and  in  opposition  to  the  wishes  of  the  brewers. 
With  suitable  laws  properly  enforced  and  backed  by  healthy  public 
sentiment,  such  disorderly  saloons  could  be  exterminated  and  not 
only  the  community  purified  of  objectionable  places,  but  the  brewing 
trade  freed  of  an  incubus  which  it  is  now  struggling  to  shake  off 
without  such  assistance.  No  one  would  hail  such  a  consum¬ 
mation  with  greater  satisfaction  than  the  brewer. 

If  the  brewers  have  been  driven  into  politics,  it  is  due  to  the 
intemperate  attacks  upon  them  along  political  lines,  and  we  ask 
the  public  to  bear  in  mind  that  self-preservation  is  a  very  elementary 
instinct.  Whenever  a  spirit  of  genuine  inquiry  and  rational  better¬ 
ment  shall  take  the  place  of  heedless  persecution  aiming  not  at 
improvement,  but  at  the  extermination  of  our  business — and  that 
is  the  object  of  both  the  Prohibition  and  the  anti-saloon  movements, 
the  protestations  of  the  anti-saloon  men  to  the  contrary  notwith¬ 
standing, — the  brewers  will  welcome  it  sympathetically  and  bring 
to  all  efforts  at  true  progress  the  knowledge  acquired  from  their 
practical  acquaintance  with  the  matter,  and  will,  as  brewers, 
gladly  refrain  from  participation  in  politics. 

THE  BREWERS  ARE  READY  TO  BE  TAKEN  AT  THEIR 
WORD.  Already  in  many  places  they  are  engaged  in  active  work 
for  the  purification  of  the  retail  trade.  In  some  cases  this  is  being 
done  on  their  own  initiative  with  the  help  of  the  constituted  au¬ 
thorities;  in  other  cases,  they  are  cooperating  while  the  authorities 
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and  certain  volunteer  organizations  are  leading;  again,  they  are 
doing  it  in  spite  of  the  politicians  and  against  the  wishes  of  the  so- 
called  reformers.  They  are  trying  to  do  what  is  really  and  properly 
the  work  of  the  official  representatives  of  the  people. 

While  not  denying  a  certain  amount  of  heedless  competition 
which  our  business  has  shared  with  many  other  lines — the  realiza¬ 
tion  of  unfortunate  and  unlooked-for  consequences  having  come 
home  to  us  only  within  recent  times — we  turn  with  con¬ 
fidence  to  the  fair-minded  American  public  and  ask  it,  in  view  of 
many  practical  instances  of  our  sincerity  given  in  the  face  of  great 
difficulties,  to  consider  the  statements  above  made,  and  to  accept 
our  assurance  that  the  objectionable  features  of  the  retail  liquor 
traffic  do  not  rest  upon,  and  are  not  backed,  either  by  the  com¬ 
mercial  interest  or  by  any  supposed  political  power  of  the  brewers, 
but  that  THE  ELIMINATION  OF  SUCH  OBJECTIONABLE 
FEATURES  IS  MOST  EARNESTLY  DESIRED  BY  OUR 
TRADE,  that  we  will  lend  our  fullest  cooperation  towards  their 
extinction,  and  that  we  invite  the  assistance  of  public  officials 
and  the  people  in  general  to  that  end. 

The  declaration  of  principles  submitted  by  the  Committee  on 
Resolutions  was  discussed  briefly  by  Messrs.  H.  B.  Scharmann, 
Brand  and  Uihlein. 

THE  PRESIDENT: — The  question  before  the  house  is  the 
adoption  of  this  declaration  which  has  been  submitted  by  the 
Committee  on  Resolutions. 

MR.  HOSTER: — I  second  the  motion  for  the  adoption  of  that 
declaration. 

Motion  unanimously  carried. 

THE  PRESIDENT: — The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Condolence  will  now  please  make  his  report. 

Mr.  N.  W.  Kendall  thereupon  read  the  following: 

Report  of  Co'ndolence  Committee. 

Gentlemen : — 

In  fulfilment  of  the  mournful  duty  laid  upon  us,  we  have 
to  announce  that  the  following  named  members  of  our  Association 
passed  to  their  eternal  rest  since  our  last  Convention: 
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LEO  EBERT, 

ALVIN  CARL, 

JOHN  F.  BETZ, 

JOHN  GEORGE  GRAUER, 
CHARLES  J.  ANDREWS, 
JOHN  A.  WEYAND, 

JOHN  SWEENEY, 

JULIUS  BINZ, 

ROBERT  P.  WIELAND, 
JOSEPH  GRASSER, 
CHARLES  STOLPER,  Sr., 
LEOPOLD  VILSACK, 
MICHAEL  J.  SCHWIND, 
JOHN  W.  KENNEDY, 

J.  FRANK  ADAMS, 

WM.  HOWARD, 

JOHN  F.  HAYES, 
FREDERICK  J.  SCHAEFER, 

ALBERT 


HERMAN  SCHALK, 
CHRISTIAN  W.  STENGEL, 
DOMINICK  GEOFFREY, 
JOHN  F.  TROMMER, 
JOSEPH  EPPIG, 

L.  H.  BECKER, 

WM.  SCHELLHAS, 

EDWARD  KRUG, 
FREDERICK  BACHMANN, 
GEORGE  A.  RALPH, 
WILLIAM  ULMER, 
THEODORE  HEROLD, 
LOUIS  J.  BAUER, 

MORITZ  LEVINGER, 

LOUIS  F.  MAYLE, 

FRANK  A.  RIEKER, 
FERDINAND  WIEDEMANN, 
ALBERT  ERWEIN, 
WIELAND. 


This  list  of  our  dead  is  an  unusually  long  one  and  especially 
notable  for  the  beloved  and  honored  names  borne  upon  it. 

In  an  association  so  old  as  ours,  which  is  rapidly  approaching 
the  half-century  mark,  it  must  be  expected  in  the  course  of  nature 
that  the  veteran  members  will  be  passing  out  and  that  each  re¬ 
curring  anniversary  we  shall  be  called  upon  to  mourn  one  or  more 
of  them.  Of  such,  our  venerated  standard  bearers,  none  was  ever 
more  worthy  of  the  honor  and  gratitude  of  this  Association,  and 
of  all  good  men’s  praise,  than  he  whose  name  heads  the  list  of  our 
dead,  Leo  Ebert,  late  of  Ironton,  Ohio. 

Mr.  Ebert  died  in  February  last,  in  his  seventieth  year.  He 
was  an  ex-President  of  this  Association  and  was  an  honorary 
president  at  the  time  of  his  decease.  He  was  also  the  first  presi¬ 
dent  of  the  Ohio  State  Brewers’  Association  and  served  two  sub¬ 
sequent  terms  in  the  same  capacity.  His  record  is  writ  large  in 
our  history.  His  words  of  wisdom  are  found  on  many  a  page. 
His  memory  will  ever  be  a  guidance  and  an  inspiration.  Sage  in 
counsel,  deliberate  but  effective  in  action,  loyal,  devoted,  untiring, 
Leo  Ebert  was  of  the  line  of  our  great  presidents,  and  as  such  will 
be  long  remembered.  In  his  relations  as  man  and  citizen  he  was 
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no  less  honored  and  beloved;  faithful  in  his  friendships,  of  un¬ 
blemished  integrity  in  his  business  conduct,  and  of  a  most  fruitful 
but  extremely  modest  philanthropy.  The  town  in  which  he  lived 
for  fifty  years  mourned  him  as  a  public  benefactor. 

Of  more  than  common  sadness  was  the  untimely  death  of 
Christian  W.  Stengel,  of  Newark,  N.  J.,  late  member  of  our  Board 
of  Trustees.  Mr.  Stengel  was  called  hence  in  the  prime  of  his  young 
manhood,  with  a  splendid  career  opening  before  him.  His  devotion 
to  the  interests  of  this  Association,  the  many  personal* friendships 
he  had  formed  therein,  and  his  own  lovable  qualities  combine  to 
make  his  death  an  affliction  peculiarly  hard  to  bear. 

The  same  is  true  regarding  the  death  of  the  late  Alvin  Carl 
of  Boston,  Mass.,  also  a  former  member  of  our  Board  of  Trustees. 
Mr.  Carl  was  one  of  the  leaders  of  our  Association  by  reason  of  his 
superior  abilities,  natural  sagacity  and  liberal  culture,  the  type 
of  man  who  reflects  credit  upon  the  name  and  trade  of  brewer. 
Of  magnetic  personality  and  the  most  attaching  personal  traits, 
none  that  ever  met  him  but  has  been  a  mourner  for  his  untimely 
taking  off,  and  sincere  must  be  the  grief  of  those  members  of  our 
Association  who  were  favored  with  his  genial  friendship. 

Herman  Schalk,  the  pioneer  lager  beer  brewer  of  New  Jersey 
and  long  a  notable  figure  in  his  home  city  of  Newark,  died  last 
month  on  the  eve  of  his  seventy-ninth  birthday.  During  many 
years  Mr.  Schalk  was  a  force  in  the  upbuilding  of  Newark  and  it  is 
remembered  to  his  lasting  honor  that  at  the  close  of  the  Civil  War, 
he  stood  sponsor  for  the  city  in  a  financial  crisis.  He  held  many 
offices  of  honor  and  trust,  including  those  of  excise  commissioner, 
police  commissioner,  State  prison  inspector,  lay  judge  of  the  Essex 
Court  of  Common  Pleas,  and  judge  of  the  Second  Criminal  Court. 
Mr.  Schalk  was  an  honorary  member  of  this  Association  and  mani¬ 
fested  to  the  last  a  deep  interest  in  its  welfare. 

A  man  of  unusual  note  was  John  F.  Betz  of  Philadelphia,  who 
was  seventy-seven  years  old  at  the  time  of  his  death  in  January. 
Starting  in  life  without  a  dollar,  he  built  up  one  of  the  largest 
brewing  concerns  in  America.  His  business  ability  reflected  honor 
upon  the  guild  of  brewers,  while  his  liberal  gifts  in  the  way  of 
charity  and  philanthropy  procured  him  general  esteem.  Mr.  Betz, 
although  a  Lutheran  in  religious  faith,  was  famous  for  his  audiences 
with  three  popes,  namely,  Pius  IX,  Leo  XIII  and  Pius  X.  Pope 
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Leo  decorated  him  with  the  order  of  St.  Gregory  and  the  King  of 
Wurtemberg  made  him  a  Knight  of  the  Order  of  Frederick. 

The  death  of  Louis  J.  Bauer  of  Philadelphia,  removes  a  zealous 
and  devoted  member  of  our  Association.  Mr.  Bauer  was  a  member 
of  the  Publication  Committee  at  the  time  of  his  decease  and  had 
rendered  a  full  meed  of  valuable  service. 

A  pioneer  member  of  this  Association  and  a  particularly 
zealous  one  was  Dominick  Geoffrey  who  died  at  his  home  in  San 
Jose,  Cal.,  on  Christmas  Day.  Mr.  Geoffrey  was  regarded  as  one 
of  the  leaders  of  our  industry  in  that  section  of  the  country,  and 
was  universally  esteemed  for  his  liberal  charities. 

A  faithful  member  of  this  Association  and  a  typical  representa¬ 
tive  of  our  trade  in  all  honorable  respects  was  John  G.  Grauer  of 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  who  died  in  February  last.  He  was  in  his  sixty- 
fifth  year.  Mr.  Grauer  founded  Ridgewood  Park  in  Brooklyn, 
a  very  popular  pleasure  place,  and  was  greatly  esteemed  for  his 
worthy  character  and  numerous  charities. 

Other  names  in  the  list  of  our  honored  dead  would  seem  to  call 
for  special  eulogy,  but  the  limits  of  our  task  will  not  permit  of 
further  individual  mention.  Suffice  it  that  there  is  no  discrimina¬ 
tion  in  our  love  and  grief;  our  tears  and  our  memories  are  equally 
for  each  and  all. 

Your  Committee  would  beg  leave  to  present  the  following 
resolution  and  to  ask  that  it  be  adopted  by  a  rising  vote. 

Resolved,  that  we  hereby  extend  to  the  relatives  and  friends 
of  our  deceased  members  the  assurance  of  our  heartfelt  sympathy 
and  sincere  condolence;  and  that  the  Secretary  be  directed  to 
convey  to  them  a  suitable  expression  of  our  sorrow  in  their  bereave¬ 
ment. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

N.  W.  KENDALL, 

GEO.  W.  STICKNEY, 

ALBERT  A.  CARRY, 

L.  FABACHER, 

B.  FALLERT. 
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THE  PRESIDENT:— Gentlemen,  the  Committee  requests,  as  a 
mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  our  honored  dead,  that  you 
adopt  tkis  report  by  a  rising  vote. 

The  report  was  so  adopted. 

MR.  PITGER: — I  would  like  to  call  attention  once  more  to 
the  fact  that  one  of  our  very  best  friends,  one  who  has  worked  for  a 
quarter  of  a  century  with  the  very  greatest  enthusiasm  for  the 
interests  of  this  Association,  is  absent  from  this  Convention.  I 
refer  to  our  Mr.  Gallus  Thomann,  and  I  ask  that  the  President  be 
requested  to  send  him  a  telegram  expressing  in  a  few  words  the 
sentiment  of  good  cheer  on  the  part  of  the  members  of  this  As¬ 
sociation,  and  extending  to  him  our  wishes  for  his  speedy  recovery, 
so  that  he  will  be  enabled  to  enjoy  the  fruits  of  his  labors  for  many 
years  to  come. 

MR.  THEURER: — -I  second  the  motion. 

The  motion  was  carried  and  the  following  telegram  was  dis¬ 
patched  to  Mr.  Thomann: 

Highmount,  Ulster  County,  New  York. 

Gallus  Thomann,  Esq., 

I  am  directed  by  the  members  of  our  Association  in  forty-eighth  annual 
convention  assembled,  to  convey  to  you  the  assurance  of  their  heartfelt 
sympathy  in  your  recent  grievous  illness,  and  to  express  the  hope  that  your 
restoration  to  the  blessings  of  health  may  be  speedy  and  complete,  and  that 
you  may  live  many  happy  years  to  enjoy  the  rest  that  you  have  so  honorably 
earned. 

(Signed)  JULIUS  LIEBMANN,  President. 

THE  PRESIDENT: — Next  in  order  is  the  report  of  the 
Nominating  Committee,  Mr.  Gardiner,  Chairman. 

MR.  SCHWARTZ: — Should  we  not  finish  the  other  business 
before  that  is  done,  Mr.  President? 

THE  PRESIDENT: — We  have  thought  fit  to  continue  the 
reading  of  the  reports  of  Committees,  but  if  the  gentlemen  so 
desire,  they  can  be  delayed  until  later. 

MR.  SCHWARTZ: — I  did  not  wish  to  question  your  decision, 
sir;  I  simply  wanted  to  know  if  the  reading  of  the  reports  would 
finish  the  business  of  the  Convention. 

THE  PRESIDENT: — No,  sir.  We  will  have,  after  that,  the 
reading  of  the  communications  and  then  new  business. 

THE  SECRETARY : — The  by-laws  of  the  Association,  number 
12,  provide  for  the  report  of  these  committees,  then  the  reading  of 
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communications  and  new  business.  I  have  been  requested  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Nominating  Committee  to  read  the  report  of  that 
Committee,  which  is  as  follows: 

For  the  Board  of  Trustees: 

HARRY  A.  POTH,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

JOSEPH  THEURER,  Chicago,  Ill. 

C.  STRANGMANN,  Buffalo,  N.  Y. 

GUSTAVE  PABST,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

JACOB  KUNZ,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

C.  FIEGENSPAN,  Newark,  N.  J. 

A.  HEMRICH,  Seattle,  Wash. 

For  Chairman  of  the  Publication  Committee: 
RUDOLPH  J.  SCHAEFER,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

For  Chairman  of  the  Vigilance  Committee: 

ALBERT  LIEBER,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

For  Chairman  of  the  Advisory  and  Labor  Committees: 
LOUIS  B.  SCHRAM,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

For  additional  members  of  the  Publication  Committee: 

H.  A.  REUTER,  Boston,  Mass. 

JOHN  F.  BECKER,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

A.  W.  WOEBKEN,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

JOSEPH  E.  UIHLEIN,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

For  additional  members  of  the  Advisory  Committee: 

Active  Members: 

G.  W.  LEMBECK,  Jersey  City,  N.  J. 

RUDOLPH  J.  SCHAEFER,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

A.  G.  HUPFEL,  Jr.,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

E.  G.  W.  WOERZ,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

JOHN  REISENWEBER,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

HENRY  FRESENIUS,  New  Haven,  N.  Y. 

HUGH  F.  FOX,  Secretary,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Corresponding  Members: 

JULIUS  STROH,  Detroit,  Mich. 

SIMON  SEIBERT,  Buffalo,  N.  Y. 

ERNEST  FECKER,  Jr.,  Danville,  Ill. 
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ALBERT  CARRY,  Washington,  D.  C. 

ALBERT  LACKMANN,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

HENRY  UIHLEIN,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

JOHN  M.  LEICHT,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

OTTO  F.  STIFEL,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

For  additional  members  of  the  Vigilance  Committee: 

A.  L.  STRAUS,  Baltimore,  Md. 

AUGUST  UIHLEIN,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

WM.  J.  LEMP,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

CHARLES  VOPICKA,  Chicago,  Ill. 

•  H.  F.  HEEB,  Dubuque,  Iowa. 

W.  H.  HULL,  New  Haven,  Conn. 

HERMAN  STRAUB,  Pittsburg,  Pa. 

JOS.  H.  STRAUS,  Baltimore,  Md. 

PERCY  ANNECKE,  Duluth,  Minn. 

PAUL  O.  REYMANN,  Wheeling,  W.  Va. 

A.  J.  ZANG,  Denver,  Colo. 

CHARLES  METZ,  Omaha,  Neb. 

CHARLES  WIEDEMANN,  Newport,  Ky. 

D.  F.  COLLINS,  Elizabeth,  N.  J. 

GEORGE  C.  HAWLEY,  Albany,  N.  Y. 

THEODORE  FINKENAUER,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

L.  SCHLATHER,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

ANDREW  HEMRICH,  Seattle,  Washington. 

B.  ADOUE,  Galveston,  Texas. 

WM.  F.  FEIL,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

For  additional  members  of  the  Labor  Committee: 

CHARLES  PFAFF,  Boston,  Mass. 

CHARLES  SCHUTTE,  Newark,  N.  J. 

GEO.  F.  GUND,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

MR.  SCHRAM:— The  names  of  the  members  of  the  Labor 
Committee,  as  read  by  the  Secretary,  number  six.  The  Committee 
was  supposed  to  be  composed  of  seven  members,  and  until  the 
resignation  of  Mr.  Galius  Thomann  it  was  composed  of  seven 
members.  With  the  permission  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Nominating 
Committee,  I  would  suggest  that  the  name  of  Mr.  Hemrich,  of 
Seattle,  be  added  so  that  the  membership  of  the  Committee  may 
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number  seven  and  representation  may  be  given  to  the  only  part 
of  the  country  not  now  represented  on  the  Labor  Committee.  It 
will  be  remembered  that  the  membership  of  the  Labor  Committee 
was  to  be  distributed,  as  far  as  possible,  to  cover  the  different 
sections  of  the  country. 

MR.  GARDINER: — I  agree  to  that  recommendation,  Mr. 
President. 

The  name  of  Mr.  A.  Hemrich  of  Seattle  was  accordingly  added 
to  the  Labor  Committee. 

THE  PRESIDENT:— The  question  before  the  house  is  the 
adoption  of  the  report  of  the  Nominating  Committee  as  amended. 

MR.  HOSTER: — I  move  that  the  report  be  adopted. 

The  motion  was  carried. 

MR.  SCHRAM: — I  believe  that  the  by-laws  call  for  the 
election  of  the  members  of  the  Committees  reported  by  the  Nomi¬ 
nating  Committee  by  ballot,  and  I  move  that  the  Secretary  cast 
one  ballot  for  that  purpose. 

MR.  HOSTER: — I  second  that  motion. 

THE  SECRETARY: — In  accordance  with  the  resolution  which 
has  been  seconded  and  adopted,  one  ballot  has  been  cast  for  the 
members  of  Committees  as  reported  by  the  Nominating  Com¬ 
mittee. 

THE  PRESIDENT:— I  now  declare  the  persons  whose  names 
have  been  submitted  by  the  Nominating  Committee  to  have  been 
elected  to  those  offices.  The  report  of  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  is  the  next  in  order,  Mr.  Theurer,  Chairman. 

MR.  THEURER: — The  Committee  on  Appropriations  re¬ 
spectfully  recommends  that  the  matter  of  appropriations  be  en¬ 
trusted  to  the  Board  of  Trustees,  with  power  to  act. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

JOSEPH  THEURER, 

R.  J.  SCHAEFER, 

C.  A.  STRANGMANN. 

On  motion,  the  report  was  adopted. 

THE  PRESIDENT: — The  next  in  order  is  the  reading  of 
communications,  which  I  will  request  the  Secretary  to  proceed 
with . 
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Thereupon  the  Secretary  read  the  following : 

Toronto,  Ontario,  June  9th,  190S. 

Hugh  F.  Fox,  Secretary , 

United  States  Brewers’  Association,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

Ontario  Brewers’  and  Maltsters’  Association  extends  greetings  and  best 
wishes. 

W.  T.  KERNIHAN,  Secretary. 

Jersey  City,  N.  J.,  June  9th,  1908. 

Hugh  F.  Fox,  Secretary, 

United  States  Brewers’  Association,  Hotel  Pfister,  Milwaukee. 

Sorry  cannot  be  with  you.  Best  wishes  for  a  successful  convention. 

G.  W.  LEMBECK. 

THE  SECRETARY : — I  presume  that  all  the  members  of  this 
Association  are  familiar  with  the  work  of  the  Committee  of  Fourteen 
of  New  York  City.  It  is  a  committee  of  publicists  aided  by  the 
Rev.  John  P.  Peters  of  St.  Michael’s  Church,  Mr.  Isaac  Seligman 
and  other  eminent  citizens.  We  had  asked  Dr.  Peters  to  come  to 
this  Convention  and  address  it,  because  of  the  exceedingly  interest¬ 
ing  developments  which  have  recently  taken  place  in  the  way  of 
cooperation  between  the  brewers  of  New  York  and  the  Committee 
of  Fourteen,  in  seeking  to  rid  New  York  of  disreputable  and  dis¬ 
orderly  Raines  Law  Hotels.  The  work  of  the  joint  committee 
that  has  been  appointed  has  had  some  notable  results.  Dr.  Peters, 
unfortunately,  was  unable  to  come,  but  has  signified  his  willingness 
to  attend  another  year,  and  he  has  written  this  letter: 

St.  Michael’s  Church,  New  York,  May  18th,  1908. 

Mr.  H.  F.  Fox,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

My  dear  Mr.  Fox: — 

Your  note  of  the  16th  inst.,  following  our  conversation  of  the  15th, 
received  my  very  careful  consideration.  As  I  intimated  to  you  in  our  con¬ 
versation,  it  seemed  to  me  a  thing  that  I  should  desire  to  do  and  I  accord¬ 
ingly  made  endeavors  to  change  my  arrangements  so  that  I  might  come  to 
Milwaukee  and  speak  on  the  10th;  but  a  wedding  at  which  I  had  agreed  to 
officiate  had  been  arranged  for,  invitations  sent  out,  etc.,  and  cannot  now 
be  changed.  As  rector  of  this  parish,  naturally  my  obligation  is  first  of  all 
to  the  parishioners  of  this  parish,  and  as  I  had  agreed  to  marry  these  people, 
my  parishioners,  on  Tuesday,  June  9th,  at  seven  o’clock,  and  as  they  have 
made  their  arrangements  for  that  wedding,  issued  invitations,  etc.,  I  must 
hold  to  my  arrangement  with  them. 

From  our  conversation  I  fear  that  that  makes  it  impossible  for  me  to 
reach  Milwaukee  in  time  to  speak  at  the  National  Convention.  The  first 
train  that  I  would  be  able  to  take  would  be  about  nine  o’clock  on  the  evening 
of  the  9th  and  that  would  not  bring  me  in  until  your  Convention  is  over.  I 
regret  this  exceedingly,  as,  after  careful  consideration,  I  concluded  that  I 
might  be  of  use  and  really  render  a  public  service  by  coming  and  speaking 
at  that  Convention,  as  you  suggested. 

With  my  regrets  that  I  cannot  come,  please  accept  my  thanks  for  the 
invitation.  Yours  very  truly, 

JOHN  P.  PETERS. 
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THE  SECRETARY : — The  last  communication  which  the 
Secretary  has  been  requested  to  read  is  from  Mr.  John  G.  Hartmann, 
President  and  General  Manager  of  The  Hartmann  &  Fehrenbach 
Brewing  Company,  of  Wilmington,  Delaware. 

It  is  as  follows : 

To  the  Members  of  the  United  States  Brewers’  Association. 

Gentlemen  : — 

It  will  undoubtedly  be  interesting  and  desirable  to  have  a  report  of  the 
contest  against  local  option  in  the  State  of  Delaware  which  prevailed  during 
the  latter  part  of  last  year,  and  culminated  in  the  election  on  the  first  Tues¬ 
day  of  November. 

The  constitution  of  Delaware  permits  the  Legislature  to  submit  the 
question  of  license,  or  no  license,  to  any  of  the  principal  political  divisions 
of  the  State.  Under  strong  pressure  from  the  Anti-Saloon  League  and  its 
followers,  and  owing  possibly  to  some  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  men  in 
the  trade,  the  Legislature  of  1906-07  voted  to  submit  this  question  to  the 
four  political  divisions  of  the  State,  to  wit. :  the  City  of  Wilmington,  rural 
New  Castle  County,  Kent  County,  and  Sussex  County. 

Immediately  after  the  passage  of  the  act,  the  members  of  the  trade 
consulted  prominent  attorneys  as  to  the  constitutionality  of  the  act.  The 
attorneys  consulted  seemed  to  think  that  it  was  unconstitutional  and  many 
of  the  trade  desired  to  rest  the  whole  case  upon  this  question  of  constitu¬ 
tionality,  but  it  was  deemed  best,  after  a  consultation,  to  make  an  active 
fight  against  the  adoption  of  the  local  option  policy,  with  the  understanding 
that  the  matter  should  ultimately  be  brought  before  the  Courts  on  con¬ 
stitutional  questions;  this  has  since  been  proven  wise,  as  the  Courts  have 
declared  the  act  constitutional. 

As  to  the  method  of  conducting  the  campaign  there  was  a  diversity 
of  opinion,  but  it  was  decided  to  conduct  it  upon  educational  lines,  and 
arrangements  were  made  to  do  this,  headquarters  being  established  in  the 
City  of  Wilmington.  All  of  the  newspapers  were  utilized,  and  practically 
every  issue  of  the  daily  press  of  the  city  contained  advertising  matter  fur¬ 
nished  by  our  committee.  Public  meetings  were  also  held,  and  speakers  of 
national  reputation  secured,  who  met  the  issues  raised  by  the  opposition 
and  practically  forced  them  into  a  defensive  position.  This,  together  with 
a  large  amount  of  circularizing,  enlightened  the  people  thoroughly  as  to 
the  issues  at  stake. 

The  resources  of  the  trade  were  taxed  to  the  uttermost  in  meeting  the 
expenses  incurred.  There  were  four  brewers  in  the  State,  and  one  of  these 
practically  refused  to  participate  in  sharing  the  burdens,  which  placed  a 
very  heavy  expense  upon  the  other  three.  We,  however,  had  the  hearty 
cooperation  of  the  leading  wholesale  dealers,  and  many  of  the  retailers,  and 
before  the  end  of  the  campaign  there  was  practical  unanimity  in  the  whole 
trade  as  to  the  policy  to  be  pursued,  and  the  necessity  for  sharing  the  burdens. 
We  also  received  the  hearty  and  substantial  cooperation  of  the  United 
States  Brewers’  Association,  and  the  Pennsylvania  State  Brewers’  Associa¬ 
tion,  for  which  we  are  very  grateful,  and  desire  to  express  our  unreserved 
thanks. 

Perfect  organization  and  thorough  education  resulted  in  victory  for  our 
cause  in  the  City  of  Wilmington  and  rural  New  Castle  County,  which  con¬ 
stitutes  seventy  per  cent,  at  least  of  the  financial  strength,  as  well  as  of  the 
population  of  the  State.  The  two  rural  Counties  of  Sussex  and  Kent,  where 
little  was  done  in  the  way  of  an  educational  campaign,  were  carried  by  the 
opposition,  but  the  majority  in  the  wet  portions  of  the  State  was  so  large 
that  if  the  vote  had  been  taken  by  the  State  as  a  whole,  we  should  have 
carried  it  by  2,500  majority.  Our  majority  in  Wilmington  was  larger  than 
the  total  Prohibition  vote  of  the  city. 
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Of  course,  Delaware  is  a  small  State,  and  the  interests  involved  were 
insignificant  as  compared  with  those  represented  in  the  larger  States,  yet 
I  think  we  may  affirm  that  the  campaign  in  Delaware  resulted  in  the  first 
substantial  defeat  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League  during  recent  years.  We  do 
not  believe  that  the  opposition  will  be  able  to  influence  the  next  Legislature 
to  adverse  action  on  the  question,  and  that  the  sections  where  license  now 
prevail  will  continue  that  policy  for  years  to  come,  which  is  a  very  gratifying 
condition  of  affairs  as  there  are  represented  in  the  wet  territory  some  200 
licenses  against  less  than  50  that  were  extinguished  in  the  lower  counties, 
giving  us  four- fifths  of  the  licenses,  and  nearly  three-fourths  of  the  population. 
We  are  exceedingly  gratified  at  this  state  of  affairs,  both  for  our  own  good, 
and  for  the  moral  effect  upon  the  contest  in  the  country  at  large. 

We  also  desire  to  say  that  the  conditions  that  usually  exist  after  a  dry 
vote,  maintain  in  the  no-license  territory  of  Delaware.  The  wholesale 
liquor  dealers  of  Wilmington,  Baltimore,  and  Philadelphia,  are  shipping 
larger  quantities  of  their  goods  into  that  territory  than  ever  before.  There 
has  been  no  improvement  in  moral  conditions,  or  decrease  in  drunkenness; 
it  is  generally  conceded,  and  the  records  prove,  that  the  state  of  affairs 
is  much  worse  than  it  was  prior  to  the  dry  vote ;  the  only  effect  is  to  restrict 
the  sale  of  beer,  the  least  harmful  of  beverages,  increase  the  sale  of  strong 
liquors,  and  induce  the  use  of  vile  compounds  with  alcohol  as  a  basis,  ac¬ 
companied  by  the  compounding  of  various  drugs  which  are  much  more 
injurious  than  alcohol  itself. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

JOHN  G.  HARTMANN. 


The  following  communication  was  also  received: 

Milwaukee,  Wis.,  June  9th,  1908. 

The  United  States  Brewers’  Association, 

Mr.  Julius  Liebmann,  President. 

Gentlemen  : — 

At  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Society  of  Brewers’  Chemists  of  the 
United  States  held  at  Milwaukee,  June  8th,  1908,  it  was  unanimously  re¬ 
solved  to  endorse : 


“THE  TENTATIVE  STANDARDS  OF  QUALITY  AND  THE  SYS¬ 
TEM  OF  VALUATION  OF  AMERICAN  BREWING  BARLEYS,”  sub¬ 
mitted  by  our  member,  Dr.  Robert  Wahl,  who  as  the  Official  American 
Representative  of  the  “International  Barley  Commission”  will  present 
these  standards  at  the  International  Barley  Congress  to  convene  at  Berlin. 
Germany,  October  15th,  of  this  year. 

Reports  on  exhaustive  researches  made  during  the  year  by  various 
committees  delegated  to  investigate  into  the  trustworthiness  of  results 
obtained  by  methods  previously  adopted, — notably  for  malt,  hops  and 
brewers’  varnish — proved  conclusively  the  reliability  of  these  methods,  the 
retention  of  which  was  therefore  decided  upon. 

For  the  ensuing  year  six  new  committees  were  appointed  for  similar 
lines  of  inquiry  and  research. 

The  officers  for  the  ensuing  year  are : 


President: 

V ice-President : 
Sec'y  and  Treas.: 
Trustees: 


FRANCIS  WYATT, 

A.  J.  SCHEDLER, 

MAX  HENIUS, 

MAX  WALLERSTEIN, 
CARL  GLASER, 


New  York,  N.  Y. 
Milwaukee,  Wis. 
Chicago,  Ill. 

New.  York,  N.  Y. 
Baltimore,  Md. 


The  Society  of  Brewers’  Chemists  expresses  its  readiness  to  include  in 
its  work  investigations  into  problems  of  a  technical  and  scientific  nature 
that  might  present  themselves  to  your  Association. 

Respectfully  submitted , 

MAX  HENIUS,  Secretary. 
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MR.  RICKS: — I  have  the  pleasure  to  announce  to  you  that 
the  bill  to  which  I  referred  in  my  remarks  yesterday  has  been  re¬ 
commended  by  our  Legislative  Committee.  You  will  remember 
that  the  bill  provides  for  a  license  for  the  sale  of  beer  and  light  wine 
at  exactly  one-half  of  the  liquor  license.  Also  it  separates  the  bar¬ 
room  from  the  grocery  store.  That  bill  will  be  reported  favorably 
in  the  Legislature  this  morning,  and  I  believe  there  is  hardly  any 
doubt  that  it  will  pass.  If  that  bill  passes,  I  believe  it  will  pre¬ 
vent  the  Prohibitionists  from  carrying  the  State  of  Louisiana. 
{Applause) . 

THE  PRESIDENT: — We  now  come  to  new  business. 

MR.  GARDINER: — Mr.  President,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
recommendation  of  your  Board  of  Trustees  which  I  desire  to  offer 
as  a  resolution.  I  may  say,  by  way  of  prelude  to  this  resolution, 
that  by  a  wisely  established  custom  of  this  Association,  it  stands 
ever  ready  to  reward  those  who  have  served  it  by  conferring  upon 
them  the  richest  gifts  within  its  power,  and  in  doing  that  the  As¬ 
sociation  not  only  rewards  the  servitors  and  their  achievements, 
but  it  likewise  offers  an  inducement  for  others  to  follow  in  the  foot¬ 
steps  of  those  who  have  preceded  them.  I  am  aware,  Mr.  President, 
that  honorary  titles  are  sometimes  looked  upon  lightly,  but  in  this 
case,  when  we  consider  that  these  honors  could  not  be  purchased 
by  money,  or  secured  by  influence,  the  fortunate  possessor  must  be 
all  the  more  appreciative.  I  now  offer,  Mr.  President,  the  following 
resolution.  It  comes  in  the  nature  of  a  recommendation,  as  I 
have  said,  by  the  Board  of  Trustees. 

I  move  you,  sir,  that  the  title  of  Honorary  President  be  con¬ 
ferred  upon  Mr.  George  J.  Obermann,  of  New  York,  and  upon 
Mr.  N.  W.  Kendall,  of  New  Haven,  and  that  the  degree  or  title 
of  Honorary  Member  be  conferred  upon  Mr.  Joseph  Liebmann. 

MR.  BRAND: — I  second  the  motion. 

The  motion  was  unanimously  carried. 

MR.  SCHWARTZ: — I  was  more  than  pleased  yesterday 
morning  to  hear  our  ex-President,  Mr.  Gardiner,  say  that  in  organiz¬ 
ing  the  State  Association  of  Pennsylvania,  the  brewers  there  were 
so  alive  to  the  conditions  that  confronted  them  that  they  begged 
admission  into  that  organization.  I  hope  that  that  condition  will 
spread  all  over  the  United  States,  but  I  am  sure,  from  the  action  of 
the  Board  of  Trustees  in  securing  the  services  of  Mr.  McDermott 
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to  go  out  among  you  and  tell  you  of  the  importance  of  organizing, 
that  that  condition  does  not  exist  generally.  Now,  Mr.  President, 
I  believe  that  the  United  States  Brewers’  Association  should  extend 
the  privileges  and  benefits  of  membership  in  this  Association.  The 
benefits  secured  to  us  by  the  Labor  Committee  we  all  know.  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  time  is  come  for  us  to  create  another  committee,  and 
this  is  an  opportune  moment  since  you  are  trying  to  bring  your 
members  together  in  different  localities — this  is  the  time  when 
unbusinesslike  and  foolish  competition  should  and  must  stop. 

We  have  to-day  no  right  to  appeal  to  the  officers  of  the  United 
States  Brewers’  Association,  should  a  member  of  this  organization 
continue  acts  of  that  character  and  break  up  the  good  that  organi¬ 
zers  and  members  of  the  Association  have  accomplished.  For  that 
reason,  Mr.  President,— and  I  do  not  want  to  allude  to  circum¬ 
stances  particularly — I  think  when  we  ask  brewers  in  localities  to 
wipe  out  the  bad  saloon,  to  do  things  to  help  the  common  cause, 
that  they  should  stand  united  in  the  effort.  I  believe  that  we 
should  have  a  committee  appointed  so  that  should  one  of  the 
members  of  this  Association  interfere  in  such  an  arrangement, 
we  would  have  the  right  to  appeal  to  such  a  committee,  and 
that  committee  should  have  the  power  to  bring  such  a  brewer  to 
his  senses.  Therefore,  I  move  you  that  we  now  have  appointed 
an  Arbitration  Committee  consisting  of  three  members,  to  take  up 
questions  of  that  character,  to  which  any  member  of  any  organiza¬ 
tion  will  have  the  right  to  appeal  and  with  the  knowledge  that  such 
an  appeal  will  be  immediately  recognized.  {Applause) . 

THE  PRESIDENT: — The  Chair  rules  that  Mr.  Schwartz  in 
making  his  motion  is  in  order,  but  inasmuch  as  we  have  provided 
for  an  executive  session,  I  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman  that 
perhaps  it  would  be  better  if  he  would  defer  the  discussion  of  any 
new  matter  until  we  come  to  the  executive  session.  This  is  a  trade 
question,  pure  and  simple,  and  I  presume  that  his  wishes  will  be 
met  by  bringing  it  before  all  of  the  brewers,  who  are  expected  to 
attend  the  executive  session. 

MR.  SCHWARTZ: — I  do  not  believe  it  is  necessary  to  bring 
that  question  up  in  the  executive  session.  If  it  is  new  business 
before  the  house  and  the  motion  is  adopted,  it  simply  means  that 
the  Chair  will  have  the  right  to  appoint  a  committee  of  three  to  be 
known  as  the  Arbitration  Committee,  and  that  their  duties  will 
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be  generally  such  as  the  duties  now  performed  by  the  Labor  Com¬ 
mittee. 

MR.  GOTTLIEB : — I  think  the  matter  is  one  that  should  be 
argued  in  executive  session,  if  there  is  to  be  any  argument  upon  it. 

THE  PRESIDENT: — I  recognize  the  gentleman  that  makes 
the  point  of  order,  and  I  think  it  is  well  taken,  and  that  discussion 
on  this  subject  should  take  place  at  the  executive  session.  If  that 
point  of  order  is  appealed  from,  I  will  entertain  the  appeal,  other¬ 
wise  I  will  declare  that  the  subject  is  one  which  must  be  considered 
at  the  executive  session. 

MR.  OBERMANN: — Mr.  President,  I  arise  at  this  point, 
lest  my  silence  may  be  misconstrued.  I  only  want  to  thank  you 
all  from  the  bottom  of  my  heart  for  the  action  you  have  taken. 
I  appreciate  it  very  heartily,  and  I  thank  you  very  much.  ( Ap¬ 
plause ) . 

MR.  KENDALL:— I  also  rise  to  express  to  the  members  of 
this  Association  my  appreciation  of  the  great  honor  which  they 
have  conferred  upon  me,  and  I  desire  to  thank  you  most  sincerely. 
{Applause) . 

MR.  SCHUTTE: — -If  I  am  not  out  of  order,  I  would  like  to 
refer  to  a  part  of  the  address  made  by  Mr.  Brisbane  at  yesterday 
afternoon’s  public  meeting.  You  will  all  recollect  that  he  spoke 
particularly  about  the  prominence  given  to  the  brewers’  names,  with 
signs  over  saloons.  About  a  year  ago  the  brewers  of  the  State  of 
New  Jersey  took  up  this  question,  and  last  April  a  resolution  was 
adopted  and  passed,  providing  that  on  and  after  the  first  of  May, 
no  outside  signs  were  to  be  repaired  and  no  outside  signs  were  to  be 
furnished  by  the  Jersey  brewers  to  any  customer  in  the  State. 
That  has  gone  into  effect  and  has  been  acted  on  since  the  first  of 
May.  I  would  further  state  that  the  question  has  been  agitated 
by  the  Associated  Brewers,  and  will  be  brought  up  again  at  another 
meeting,  and  the  New  York  Brewers  have  passed  a  resolution  of  a 
similar  character,  obligating  themselves  not  to  furnish  outside 
signs  to  any  saloon  keeper  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey.  I  think  it 
will  interest  all  of  our  colleagues  here  to  know  that  so  far  this  has 
worked  very  well.  In  our  New  Jersey  resolution  we  have  a  proviso 
that  any  brewer  who  should  violate  this  agreement  in  any  way, 
will  subject  himself  to  a  fine  of  one  hundred  dollars,  and  I  am  very 
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glad  to  be  able  to  say  that  since  the  first  of  May  not  a  sign  has  been 
put  up  by  a  brewer  in  our  State. 

MR.  KENDALL: — I  arise  merely  to  say  that  the  New  Jersey 
and  the  New  York  brewers  did  not  carry  their  resolution  quite  far 
enough.  It  would  seem  as  though  they  had  raised  sufficient  money 
in  New  Jersey  and  in  New  York  to  spread  their  signs  all  over  other 
sections. 

MR.  HAMM: — I  would  like  to  say  to  the  gentlemen  who  have 
been  discussing  these  particular  conditions,  that  one  of  the  reasons, 
or  rather,  the  only  reason  why  it  has  been  suggested  that  the  public 
meeting  should  be  followed  by  an  executive  session,  is  for  the 
purpose  of  discussing  the  things  which  have  been  brought  up  at 
this  time.  These  are  purely  questions  of  trade  conditions,  and 
should  be  discussed  in  the  executive  meeting.  The  public  is  not 
interested  in  your  deliberations  so  far  as  your  trade  conditions  are 
concerned,  and  it  is  for  that  reason,  and  that  reason  alone,  I  want 
to  emphasize,  that  you  have  deviated  from  the  course  which  you 
have  pursued  in  the  past  of  having  your  deliberations  entirely  of  a 
public  nature. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  before  we  adjourn  I  move  that  a  resolution 
of  thanks  be  extended  to  the  press  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee  for  the 
full  and  impartial  manner  in  which  they  have  treated  the  delibera¬ 
tions  of  this  Association  at  this  Convention,  and  the  publicity  which 
they  have  given  our  side  of  the  questions  that  have  been  discussed 
before  it.  It  is  particularly  gratifying  to  find  a  full  and  fair  ex¬ 
position  of  our  side  of  these  matters  at  this  time,  and  it  is  for  that 
reason  that  I  make  the  motion  that  the  thanks  of  this  Association 
be  extended  to  the  representatives  of  the  press  in  the  City  of  Mil¬ 
waukee.  I  also  move  that  the  thanks  of  the  Association  be  ex¬ 
tended  to  the  Milwaukee  Brewers,  and  to  the  Reception  and  En¬ 
tertainment  Committee  named  by  them,  who  have  taken  care  of 
this  Convention  in  such  a  splendid  manner.  I  believe  this  Con¬ 
vention  will  go  down  into  history  as  one  of  the  most  successful 
in  the  history  of  our  Association,  not  only  from  a  business  stand¬ 
point,  but  also  from  a  social  standpoint.  (Applause) . 

The  motion  was  unanimously  carried. 

MR.  H.  B.  SCHARMANN: — Mr.  President  and  gentlemen, 

I  am  going  to  ask  your  indulgence  for  a  few  moments.  I  doubt 
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whether  it  is  within  my  province,  but  I  desire  to  make  a  few  re¬ 
marks  to  you  upon  a  subject  which  it  seems  to  me  is  a  very  im¬ 
portant  one.  Some  thirty  years  ago  I  appeared  before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Cities  for  the  State  of  New  York  and  advocated  two 
classes  of  licenses,  and  if  I  were  now  in  the  springtime  of  life  I  would 
encourage  the  same  idea.  The  plan  was  to  have  one  class  of 
licenses  for  distilled  liquors  and  one  for  fermented  drinks — not  beer 
alone,  but  all  fermented  drinks;  and  any  distilled  drinks  in  the 
possession  of  a  publican  holding  a  fermented  drink  license  would  be 
prima  facie  evidence  that  he  had  evaded  the  law.  The  other  class 
of  license  provided  for  the  sale  of  distilled  drinks,  and  no  fer¬ 
mented  drinks  whatsoever. 

I  am  just  as  sure  as  that  I  am  speaking  to  you  that  there  will 
be  in  years  to  come,  and  you  will  be  the  advocates  of  it,  such  a 
system  of  licensing  saloons.  I  think  this  is  the  proper  solution 
of  the  question  which  confronts  us  to-day.  The  saloons  selling 
fermented  drinks  only  should  be  encouraged,  and  the  social  part 
of  that  business  fostered.  Do  you  know  that  there  is  not  a  com¬ 
munity  which  can  exist,  and  there  is  not  a  republic  which  can 
exist,  without  the  saloon? 

The  saloon  is  a  necessity  for  the  people  at  large.  It  is  a 
gathering  place  where  they  meet  for  the  discussion  of  subjects 
which  pertain  to  the  welfare  of  mankind.  Now,  there  has  never 
been  a  movement  which  has  benefited  mankind  that  has  not  had 
its  origin  in  a  saloon.  Where  was  it  that  our  pilgrim  fathers 
gathered  when  they  were  discussing  where  they  could  go  to  worship 
their  God  as  they  pleased?  In  the  village  tavern  or  saloon.  There¬ 
fore,  I  do  not  like  to  hear  the  saloon  run  down  in  all  its  phases. 
The  undesirable  saloon  is  no  more  undesirable  than  the  undesirable 
hotel.  Of  course,  both  should  be  avoided,  and  I  take  it  that  that  is 
our  purpose.  As  you  know,  there  are  in  the  saloons  of  to-day  a 
great  many  drinks  sold  which  are  very  seductive,  such  as  the  cock¬ 
tail  and  other  fancy  drinks.  It  is  that  kind  of  drinking  that  is  so 
injurious,  and  if  we  have  the  two  classes  of  saloons,  one  in  which 
nothing  but  fermented  beverages  are  sold,  a  great  deal  of  that  sort 
of  drinking  will  be  done  away  with.  A  solution  of  the  difficulties 
with  which  we  are  now  contending  will,  in  my  opinion,  be  reached 
in  a  great  measure  by  two  classes  of  licenses.  (Applause). 


123 


MR.  GOTTLIEB: — Mr.  President,  one  of  the  features  of  this 
Convention  has  been  the  liberal  and  courageous  treatment  of  this 
subject  by  the  chief  magistrate  of  Milwaukee.  I  wish  I  could  call 
it  our  city.  I  think  it  is  just  and  proper  that  we  should  offer  a  vote 
of  thanks  to  his  honor  Mayor  Rose  for  the  splendid  service  he  has 
rendered  in  giving  voice  to  liberal  sentiments.  I  am  satisfied  that 
they  will  be  far-reaching,  and  I  can  only  express  the  hope,  or  the 
wish,  that  every  chief  magistrate  of  every  city  in  this  country 
would  share  the  same  opinions,  the  same  genuinely  American 
sentiments  that  Mayor  Rose  has  expressed  here  at  this  Convention. 
I  move  you,  Mr.  President,  that  we  extend  a  vote  of  thanks  to  his 
honor  the  Mayor. 

The  motion  was  carried. 

THE  PRESIDENT: — Before  we  go  into  executive  session  I 
would  request  that  all  those  who  are  not  active  members  of  the 
United  States  Brewers’  Association,  or  executive  officers  of  brewers’ 
associations,  or  brewers  who  may  not  be  members  of  associations, 
will  kindly  withdraw,  and  before  they  do  I  would  like  to  announce 
that  I  will  appoint  Mr.  Charles  J.  Warner,  Mr.  Fox  and  Mr.  McDer¬ 
mott  as  a  Committee  on  Credentials. 

THE  SECRETARY: — The  Local  Committee  desires  the  an¬ 
nouncement  to  be  made  that  the  cars  will  leave  this  building  at 
three  o’clock  sharp  for  White  Fish  Bay,  for  the  excursion  this 
afternoon.  The  President  desires  me  to  state  that  all  brewers, 
whether  members  of  this  Association  or  not,  will  be  welcome  at  the 
executive  session  which  will  immediately  convene. 

THE  PRESIDENT: — If  there  is  no  further  business  before  the 
public  session,  I  will  now  declare  that  closed,  and  the  Convention 
will  go  into  executive  session. 

At  the  close  of  the  executive  session  the  Convention  ad¬ 
journed  sine  die. 
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OFFICERS  AND  COMMITTEES 

of  the  United  States  Brewers’  Association. 

The  following  is  a  complete  list  of  the  officers  and  committees,  viz. : 

BOARD  OF  TRUSTEES. 

Term  Expires 

JULIUS  LIEBMANN,  Pres,  and  Chairman  Board  of  Trustees . 1909 

■CARL  J.  HOSTER,  i st  Vice-President . 1909 

JACOB  RUPPERT,  Jr.,  2nd  Vice-President . 1909 

WILLIAM  HAMM,  3rd  Vice-President . 1909 

ANTON  C.  G.  HUPFEL,  Treasurer . 1909 

GEORGE  EHRET,  Jr.,  Treasurer  Pro  Tem . 

HUGH  F.  FOX,  Secretary . I9°9 

EDWARD  A.  SCHMIDT . 1909 

AUGUST  GOEBEL,  Jr . 1909 

E.  A.  FAUST . 1909 

JOHN  M.  LEICHT . 1909 

LAWRENCE  FABACHER . 1909 

EDWARD  RUHL . 1910 

JOHN  BENZ . 1910 

JOHN  HARTMETZ . 1910 

H.  A.  BREHM . 1910 

RUDOLF  BRAND . 1910 

A.  G.  HUPFEL,  Jr . 1910 

HARRY  A.  POTH . 1911 

CARL  STRANGMANN . 1911 

GUSTAVE  PABST . 1911 

JACOB  KUNZ . 1911 

ANDREW  HEMRICH . 1911 

C.  FEIGENSPAN . 19  n 

JOSEPH  THEURER . 1911 

RUDOLPH  J.  SCHAEFER,  Chairman  Publication  Committee . 1909 

ALBERT  LIEBER,  Chairman  Vigilance  Committee . 1:909 

LOUIS  B.  SCHRAM,  Chairman  Advisory  and  Labor  Committees . 1909 

JOHN  GARDINER,  Chairman  Federal  Relations  Committee . 1909 

ROBERT  CRAIN,  General  Counsel . 1909 

PUBLICATION  COMMITTEE. 

RUDOLPH  J.  SCHAEFER,  Chairman,  New  York  City. ' 

HUGH  F.  FOX,  Secretary,  New  York  City. 

H.  A.  RUETER,  Boston,  Mass. 

JOHN  F.  BECKER,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

A.  W.  WOEBKEN,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

JOSEPH  E.  UIHLEIN,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

MICHAEL  MONAHAN,  Editor  Literary  Bureau,  New  York  City. 
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FINANCE  COMMITTEE. 

JACOB  RUPPERT,  Jr.,  Chairman,  New  York  City. 
GEORGE  EHRET,  Jr.,  New  York  City. 

A.  G.  HUPFEL,  Jr.,  New  York  City. 

C.  A.  SCHULTZ,  Financial  Secretary,  New  York  City. 

COMMITTEE  ON  FEDERAL  RELATIONS. 
JOHN  GARDINER,  Chairman,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

JACOB  RUPPERT,  Jr.,  New  York  City. 

ALBERT  LIEBER,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

CARL  J.  HOSTER,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

O.  F.  STIFEL,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE. 

LOUIS  B.  SCHRAM,  Chairman,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

HUGH  F.  FOX,  Secretary,  New  York  City. 

ACTIVE  MEMBERS. 

G.  W.  LEMBECK,  Jersey  City,  N.  J. 

RUDOLPH  J.  SCHAEFER,  New  York  City. 

A.  G.  HUPFEL,  Jr.,  New  York  City. 

E.  G.  W.  WOERZ,  New  York  City. 

JOHN  REISENWEBER,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

HENRY  FRESENIUS,  New  Haven,  Conn. 

CORRESPONDING  MEMBERS. 

JULIUS  STROH,  Detroit,  Mich. 

SIMON  SEIBERT,  Buffalo,  N.  Y. 

ERNEST  FECKER,  Jr.,  Danville,  Ill. 

ALBERT  CARRY,  Washington,  D.  C. 

ALBERT  LACKMANN,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

HENRY  UIHLEIN,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

JOHN  M.  LEICHT,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

OTTO  F.  STIFEL,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

VIGILANCE  COMMITTEE. 

(In  addition  to  those  named  below  this  committee  includes  the  gentlemen 
who  constitute  the  Publication  Committee). 

ALBERT  LIEBER,  Chairman,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

HUGH  F.  FOX,  Secretary,  New  York  City. 

A.  L.  STRAUS,  Baltimore,  Md. 

AUGUST  UIHLEIN,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

WM.  J.  LEMP,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

CHARLES  VOPICKA,  Chicago,  Ill. 

H.  F.  HEEB,  Dubuque,  la. 

W.  H.  HULL,  New  Haven,  Conn. 

WM.  F.  FEIL,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
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HERMAN  STRAUB,  Pittsburg,  Pa. 

JOSEPH  H.  STRAUS,  Baltimore,  Md. 

THEODORE  FINKENAUER,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

PERCY  ANNECKE,  Duluth,  Minn. 

PAUL  O.  REYMANN,  Wheeling,  W.  Va. 

A.  J.  ZANG,  Denver,  Colo. 

CHARLES  METZ,  Omaha,  Neb. 

CHARLES  WIEDEMANN,  Newport,  Ky. 

D.  F.  COLLINS,  Elizabeth,  N.  J. 

GEORGE  C.  HAWLEY,  Albany,  N.  Y. 

L.  SCHLATHER,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

ANDREW  HEMRICH,  Seattle,  Wash. 

B.  ADOUE,  Galveston,  Texas. 

MICHAEL  MONAHAN,  Editor  Literary  Bureau,  New  York  City. 
LABOR  COMMITTEE. 

LOUIS  B.  SCHRAM,  Chairman,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

HUGH  F.  FOX,  Secretary,  New  York  City. 

CHARLES  PFAFF,  Boston,  Mass. 

CHARLES  SCHUTTE,  Newark,  N.  J. 

GEORGE  F.  GUND,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

WILLIAM  H.  REHM,  Chicago,  Ill. 

A.  G.  RICKS,  New  Orleans,  La. 

ANDREW  HEMRICH,  Seattle,  Wash. 

COMMITTEE  ON  ORGANIZATION. 

WILLIAM  HAMM,  Chairman,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

GUSTAVE  PABST,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

E.  A.  FAUST,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

JNO.  A.  McDERMOTT,  Manager,  Chicago,  Ill. 

We  Certify  to  the  Correctness  of  the  Foregoing: 

JULIUS  LIEBMANN,  President . 
HUGH  F.  FOX,  Secretary. 

Office  of  the  Association,  109-m 

East  15th  Street,  New  York  City. 


THE  PUBLIC  MEETING. 


A  MAGNIFICENT  DEMONSTRATION  IN  FAVOR  OF  LIBERAL 
GOVERNMENT— PROHIBITION  DENOUNCED  BY 
SPEAKERS  OF  NATIONAL  REPUTATION. 

A  public  meeting  was  held  at  the  Alhambra  Theatre  Tuesday  afternoon, 
June  9th,  at  two  o’clock,  under  the  auspices  of  the  United  States  Brewers’ 
Association.  The  attendance  was  immense  in  point  of  numbers,  standing 
room  being  at  a  premium,  while  in  respect  of  quality  it  was  truly  and 
broadly  representative.  All  in  all,  it  was  unanimously  voted  one  of  the  most 
successful  public  meetings  ever  held  in  Milwaukee. 

MR.  JULIUS  LIEBMANN,  President  of  the  United  States  Brewers’ 
Association,  acted  as  Chairman.  In  calling  the  meeting  to  order  he  said : 
"Ladies  and  Gentlemen: 

‘‘Realizing  the  fact  that  the  problems  connected  with  the  brewing  indus¬ 
try  and  with  the  liquor  business  in  general,  are  so  largely  a  matter  of  public 
concern,  we  have  felt  justified  in  arranging  this  public  meeting.  Your  at¬ 
tendance  here  is  sufficient  justification  for  what  we  have  done.  We  have 
asked  eminent  public  men  to  consider  some  of  the  questions  involved  in  the 
present  agitation,  from  the  community  standpoint.  The  time  is  ripe  for  a 
thoroughly  enlightened  treatment  of  the  whole  liquor  problem,  not  by  special 
pleaders,  or  men  of  extreme  views,  but  by  men  of  wisdom  and  experience, 
whose  counsel  will  carry  weight  with  the  sane  people  of  the  United  States. 

“  I  now  have  the  honor  to  introduce  to  you  Mr.  E.  J.  Giddings,  candidate 
for  Governor  of  the  new  State  of  Oklahoma.  He  will  tell  you  of  his  practical 
experiences  in  regard  to  Prohibition.  {Applause).” 

MR.  GIDDINGS’  ADDRESS. 

Mr.  Giddings  spoke  in  substance  as  follows: 

‘‘Mr.  Chairman,  Ladies  and  Gentlemen: 

“I  do  not  come  from  my  Oklahoma  home  to  Milwaukee  to  disparage 
the  last  and  best  State  to  enter  the  Union.  Conditions  in  the  new  State  of 
Oklahoma  on  the  Prohibition  question  have  no  counterpart  in  the  history  of 
the  nation.  Other  States  that  have  adopted  this  system  have  done  so  under 
radically  different  situations, — therefore  upon  all  phases  of  the  matter  com¬ 
parisons  cannot  be  made  with  the  utmost  precision  and  exactitude. 

"A  portion  of  the  previous  Territory  of  Oklahoma  was  made  a  territory 
on  April  22,  1889.  But  a  small  fraction  of  what  was  Oklahoma  Territory 
in  1907  then  comprised  the  Territory  of  Oklahoma.  Portion  by  portion  of 
Oklahoma  Territory  was  added,  until,  in  1907,  Oklahoma  Territory  com¬ 
prised  39,000  square  miles.  In  1907  she  was  admitted  into  the  Union  with 
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the  Indian  Territory,  comprising  34,100  square  miles,  making  a  State  of 
73,100  square  miles.  At  the  time  of  these  two  territories  being  admitted 
into  the  Union  as  one  sovereign  State,  an  anomalous  condition  confronted 
the  law-makers.  Oklahoma  Territory  had  an  organized  territorial  govern¬ 
ment, — a  State  government  in  embryo.  The  Indian  Territory  had  no  form 
of  government  whatever,  but  was  ruled  from  the  capital  of  the  nation.  At 
this  time  the  lands  of  Oklahoma  Territory  were  almost  all  taxable  and  alien¬ 
able,  but  a  goodly  portion  of  the  lands  of  Indian  Territory  were  non-taxable 
and  non-alienable.  On  May  27th  of  this  year  the  restrictions  removal  bill 
was  signed  by  the  President,  and  the  condition  here  suggested  was  to  a  large 
extent  removed. 

“Upon  the  admission  of  Oklahoma  into  the  Union  she  had  the  liquor 
traffic,  while  the  same  was  barred  from  the  Indian  Territory,  presumably 
on  account  of  the  Indians  there.  When  the  Statehood  Bill  admitting  these 
two  territories  was  passed,  it  contained  a  provision  foreign,  as  far  as  I  can 
now  remember,  to  any  other  statehood  measure  ever  passed  by  the  Federal 
Congress.  That  provision  was  that  one  portion  of  the  State  might  have  the 
liquor  traffic,  while  the  other  portion  was  to  be  barred  therefrom  for  a  period 
of  twenty-one  years  from  the  date  of  the  admission  of  the  State  into  the  Union. 
All  lawyers  who  have  studied  the  matter  believe  that  this  provision  only  be¬ 
came  binding  by  virtue  of  its  incorporation  in  the  constitution  of  the  State 
and  by  the  acceptance  of  the  constitution  by  the  people  of  the  State  at  the 
polls. 

“When  Oklahoma  Territory  was  first  organized  into  a  territory  the  liquor 
laws  of  Nebraska  became  the  laws  of  the  Territory  of  Oklahoma,  governing 
the  regulation  and  control  of  the  liquor  traffic,  and  thus  it  was  that  in  each 
town  of  the  State,  upon  the  filing  of  a  bond  and  an  application  with  the 
required  number  of  signers,  the  County  Commissioners  of  a  given  county 
would  grant  a  license.  There  was  no  such  thing  as  local  option  in  these  laws, 
but  at  the  time  of  the  vote  upon  State-wide  Prohibition,  quite  a  portion  of 
the  Oklahoma  Territory  part  of  the  State  was  already  dry  on  account  of  the 
business  not  being  profitable  in  the  large  agricultural  counties,  and  on  account 
of  other  obvious  reasons.  The  Constitutional  Convention  met,  wrote  a  con¬ 
stitution,  and  submitted  it  to  the  people.  With  one-half  of  the  State  already 
dry,  the  members  of  that  convention  did  what  they  conceived  to  be  the  best 
thing  under  all  the  circumstances, — submitted  the  question  to  a  popular  vote. 
A  true  test  of  Prohibition  could  not  be  had  under  such  circumstances  for  the 
very  patent  reason  that  those  who  were  forced  to  have  Prohibition  for  twenty- 
one  years,  did  not  believe  the  other  portion  of  the  State  should  have  the 
advantage  of  them.  How  largely  the  State  would  have  gone  anti- Prohibition 
under  normal  conditions  must  be  left,  to  some  extent,  to  the  imagination. 
The  peculiar  part  of  the  situation  at  that  time  was  that  the  Indian  Territory, 
which  had,  previous  to  its  vote  upon  the  question,  a  prohibition  under  Federal 
law  in  making  it  a  felony  to  even  introduce  liquor,  went  wet,  even  with  the 
prospect  of  the  disadvantages  that  would  accrue  to  it  if  Oklahoma  Territory 
did  the  same;  and  Oklahoma  Territory,  which  had  the  liquor  traffic,  went 
dry.  Thousands  upon  thousands  of  business  men  and  men  of  all  classes  in 
the  Indian  Territory,  particularly  in  the  towns  of  anti-Prohibition  sentiments, 
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voted  for  Prohibition  upon  the  ground  of  self-preservation  for  their  respective 
towns  and  communities.  There  was  no  campaign  made  against  Prohibition. 

Prohibition  a  Fraud. 

“So  far  Oklahoma  State-wide  Prohibition  is  a  fraud,  farce  and  failure. 
That  is  a  statement.  Let  us  proceed,  if  possible,  to  verify  it.  It  is  a  fraud 
because  it  has  made  men  perjurers.  It  is  a  farce  because  it  is  hypocrisy’s 
masquerade.  It  is  a  failure  because  it  has  taken  away  thousands  and 
thousands  of  dollars  of  governmental  revenue  and  left  nothing  but  an 
occupation  tax  from  the  cradle  maker  to  the  coffin  builder  in  its  place. 

“Across  the  line  of  the  southern  border  of  the  State  wholesale  liquor 
houses  have  had  an  immense  increase  of  business,  while  from  all  the  northern 
points  carloads  of  liquors  wend  their  way  Oklahomaward  into  the  open  arms 
of  the  bootlegger.  Before  the  adoption  of  the  Billups  Booze  Bill  searches 
and  seizures  were  impossible  because  there  were  no  laws  authorizing  them, 
and  interminable  litigation  grew  out  of  this  question  and  kindred  questions. 
After  the  adoption  of  the  Dispensary  Law,  commonly  known  as  the  Booze 
Bill,  search  and  seizures  were  authorized.  American  history  was  somewhat 
forgotten.  The  great  fight  of  the  Colonists  just  prior  to  the  Revolutionary 
War  against  the  search  and  seizure  of  their  houses  and  effects  for  goods  upon 
which  the  officers  believed  no  duty  had  been  paid,  and  the  fact  that  this 
was  one  of  the  primal  causes  that  spurred  the  Continentals  into  battle  with 
the  ‘Mother  Country’,  became  not  even  mists  of  the  past.  Since  then 
private  houses  have  been  searched,  and  even  the  stables  of  private  citizens 
have  been  invaded  in  the  search  for  contraband  liquor. 

“Not  satisfied  with  the  horrible  example  set  by  the  South  Carolina 
dispensary,  we  have  to-day  a  dispensary  system  that  must  result,  by  virtue 
of  distressing  conditions,  in  either  a  moral  or  a  financial  failure. 

“The  Legislature  appropriated  $50,000  for  the  necessary  expenses  of  the 
dispensary.  Up  to  date  about  $14,000  of  this  has  been  expended  in  the  fixing 
up  of  the  dispensaries  and  in  the  payment  for  liquors.  Fifty-five  dispensing 
agents  have  been  appointed  in  three  weeks,  and  six  of  them  have  already 
resigned.  At  this  rate  in  twenty-eight  weeks  there  would  not  be  one  left  to 
tell  of  its  glory.  The  new  broom  is  evidently  sweeping  clean.  In  these 
three  weeks  these  fifty-five  agents  have  sold  $1,000  worth  of  liquor,  which  on 
an  average  means  that  for  three  weeks’  work  each  one  of  these  State  saloon 
keepers  has  made  the  enormous  sum  of  $18  for  three  weeks’  work,  or  $6  a 
week.  The  bill  provides  that  they  shall  have  ten  per  cent,  of  the  sales. 
Now,  a  commercial  instinct  would  prompt  an  individual  to  sell  as  much  as 
possible  in  order  that  therefrom  he  might  earn  a  substantial  livelihood. 
These  sales  must  largely  come  on  prescriptions  from  the  doctors,  but  the 
doctors  refuse  to  give  these  prescriptions,  and  all  over  the  State  in  their 
medical  association  meetings  they  have  adopted  and  are  adopting  resolutions 
against  writing  prescriptions  upon  the  dispensaries.  The  Dispensary  Act 
itself  provides  that  at  the  regular  election  in  1908  the  dispensary  portion  of 
the  act  shall  be  voted  upon  by  the  people.  It  does  not  take  the  tongue  of  an 
Elijah  to  predict  that  the  dispensary  in  November  will  be  buried  beneath  an 
avalanche  of  Oklahoma  votes  unless  a  complete  change  in  the  system  occurs. 
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Trying  Prohibition. 

“Portions  of  the  South  are  trying  Prohibition.  Oklahoma  is  trying  Pro¬ 
hibition,  and  if  you  do  not  believe  that  trying  Prohibition  is  trying,  come  to 
Oklahoma.  It  has  been  tried  before.  Previous  to  1882  fourteen  States  of 
the  great  American  Union  passed  this  kind  of  legislation, — Maine,  Delaware, 
Minnesota,  Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts,  Indiana,  Vermont,  Michigan,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  New  York,  New  Hampshire  and  Illinois,  and  by 
the  year  1882  ten  of  these  States  had  repealed  that  kind  of  legislation.  This 
thing  goes  by  fits  and  starts,  but  he  who  conceives  that  Prohibition  is  merely 
an  evanescent  condition  had  better  come  out  of  his  Rip  Van  Winkle  slumber. 
It  must  be  met  in  Oklahoma  as  elsewhere,  fearlessly,  honestly  and  coura¬ 
geously.  If  it  cannot  be  met  as  a  matter  of  principle  rather  than  of  gain,  it 
ought  not  to'  be  met  at  all.  If  in  Oklahoma  both  the  moral  and  material 
sides  of  the  question  are  not  with  the  opponent  of  State-wide  Prohibition, 
there  is  no  use  in  making  the  fight  before  our  people.  Some  of  the  saloon 
men  are  to  blame  in  Oklahoma  for  the  present  distressing  conditions.  If 
the  saloon  is  going  to  be  put  back  in  politics  in  Oklahoma,  it  will  be  put  out 
of  business.  Between  the  saloon  and  the  ‘joint’  good  men  ought  to  have  no 
hesitancy  in  choosing,  but  between  the  political  saloon  and  the  unlawful 
joint  our  people  would  choose  the  latter.  I  am  not  here  pleading  for  an  ideal 
condition.  I  am  here  pleading  for  a  practical  substitute  for  an  impractical 
theory.  If  you  can  show  my  people  that  the  man  who  enters  the  saloon 
business  in  Oklahoma  shall  enter  it  with  the  same  certificate  of  good  character 
that  the  man  who  enters  any  other  mercantile  pursuit  must  possess;  if  you 
can  show  them  that  you  are  going  to  keep  the  saloon  out  of  politics  and  that 
you  will  supplant  the  disorderly  joint  with  an  orderly  saloon,  if  you  can  show 
my  people  that  a  saloon  represents  a  substantial  investment,  and  I  am  sure 
you  can  do  these  things,  you  will  have  no  trouble  in  changing  the  present 
situation. 

“Since  Prohibition  went  into  effect,  in  the  county  court  of  Oklahoma 
County  there  have  been  71  alleged  violations  of  the  liquor  law,  12  of  which 
were  search  warrants,  24  convictions,  24  dismissals  and  11  acquittals.  In 
other  words,  the  prosecution  has  been  successful  in  24  instances,  and  un¬ 
successful  in  35.  In  Justice  Oldfield’s  court  there  have  been  70  search  war¬ 
rants,  and  less  than  ten  per  cent,  of  convictions.  In  Justice  Zwick’s  court 
there  have  been  18  search  warrants,  12  dismissals  and  acquittals,  and  no 
convictions.  As  a  further  instance  of  how  Prohibition  prohibits,  police  court 
records,  while  they  show  a  decrease  of  public  drunkenness,  do  not  by  any 
means  show  its  obliteration.  Drunks  in  the  police  court  for  the  month  of 
December,  1907,  were  47;  January,  1908,  37;  February,  1908,  75;  March, 
1908,  52;  April,  1908,  66;  May,  1908,  78.  Under  the  new  law  a  court  of 
inquiry  may  be  established  to  which  the  citizens  may  be  subpoenaed  to  give 
testimony  as  to  what  they  know  concerning  violations  of  the  liquor  law,  and 
upon  that  testimony  warrants  may  issue  against  the  offenders.  The  record 
of  this  court  of  inquiry  shows:  witnesses  subpoenaed,  38;  bad  memories, 
38;  prosecutions  resulting  from  testimony  of  said  38,  o.  Before  Prohibition 
we  had  72  saloons,  bringing  in  a  revenue  of  $43,200  to  the  city  and  county. 
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In  place  of  these  72  saloons  we  have  73  known  joints  bringing  in  no  revenue, 
and  entailing  considerable  expense  upon  the  taxpayers  for  prosecutions. 
Before  Statehood  we  had  no  bootleggers;  to-day  the  officers  of  Oklahoma 
County  know  of  150  bootleggers,  and  God  only  knows  how  many  more  there 
are  unknown! 

“Taxes  will  be  largely  increased  in  Oklahoma  County  by  virtue  of  this 
provision.  That  is  obvious,  but  correct  figures  are  not  yet  obtainable.  In 
real  estate  values  and  rentals  Oklahoma  City  does  not  suggest  an  exact  test 
of  the  effect  of  Prohibition  upon  the  same.  A  city  growing  at  the  rate  of 
10,000  souls  per  annum,  even  under  such  distressing  conditions,  would  not 
see  its  rentals  or  real  estate  values  decrease.  We  have  not  decreased,  and  the 
reason  is,  as  is  apparent  to  the  most  ordinary  observer,  that  an  increased  popu¬ 
lation  of  such  proportions  does  not  decrease  real  estate  values  and  the  like. 
Where  there  was  one  storeroom  before  Prohibition  occupied  by  a  saloon, 
there  were  twenty  men  willing  to  accept  it  for  other  businesses.  Storerooms 
made  vacant  by  saloons  have  been  gobbled  up  by  nickelodeon  proprietors 
and  by  numerous  others  bent  upon  fortunes  in  the  new  country.  A  country 
eighteen  years  old  having  had  the  astounding  growth  and  prosperity  that 
Oklahoma  has  had  will  not  go  back,  even  with  Prohibition  blocking  her  path¬ 
way.  Immigration  has  been  steadily  coming  Oklahomaward.  With 
the  admission  of  the  State  into  the  Union,  thousands  have  come,  looking 
for  advancement  under  settled  conditions.  Capital,  and  even  the  small  in¬ 
vestor,  are  always  chary  of  territorial  conditions,  their  burdens  and  mutations. 
A  new  State  always  offers  glittering  prospects,  and  for  these  reasons 
Oklahoma  is  going  forward  in  spite  of  Prohibition,  which  deters  her  advance¬ 
ment  greatly,  and  she  will  go  forward  even  more  and  more.  The  facts  sug¬ 
gested  in  this  address  indubitably  demonstrate  this  proposition. 

“There  can  never  be,  as  demonstrated  by  innumerable  experiences,  a 
successful  State  prohibitory  law  while  the  Federal  Government  legalizes  the 
traffic  in  a  Prohibition  State,  or  while  the  commodity  is  permitted  to  be  manu¬ 
factured.  God  never  intended  one  man  to  be  censor  of  another  man’s  morals, 
or  He  would  have  constituted  humanity  differently. 

Endless  Litigation. 

“Innumerable  questions  are  cropping  out  almost  every  day  by  virtue 
of  our  prohibitory  law.  The  right  of  a  newspaper  to  publish  liquor  advertise¬ 
ments  has  recently  been  decided  in  the  affirmative  upon  the  grounds  that  our 
prohibitory  law  does  not  prohibit,  but  merely  regulates,  the  sale  of  liquors 
inasmuch  as  the  State  itself  engages  in  the  traffic.  Thus  it  is  that  what  is 
claimed  as  the  last  best  Prohibition  law  is  proving  the  last,  worst  failure. 

“Then  the  Attorney  General,  honestly  seeking  to  enforce  this  law, 
brought  suit  against  the  railroads  and  express  companies  to  prevent  them 
from  carrying  liquors  into  what  was  formerly  the  Indian  Territory  portion  of 
the  State,  alleging  that  their  doing  so  was  a  violation  of  treaty  stipulations 
between  the  Federal  Government  and  the  Five  Civilized  Tribes  of  former 
Indian  Territory, — treaty  obligations  which  our  State  constitution  agreed  to 
enforce.  Again  Prohibition  received  a  reverse  along  these  lines,  the  Court 
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trying  the  case  holding  against  the  contention  of  the  Attorney  General  repre¬ 
senting  the  State  of  Oklahoma  in  that  controversy. 

“Again  there  recently  arose  the  question  of  whether  liquor  from  outside 
to  a  consignee  within  the  State  reached  its  destination  when  it  was  delivered 
at  the  railroad  depot,  or  whether  or  not  the  consignee  was  entitled  to  have  it 
delivered  to  his  residence  as  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  said  he 
was,  and  as  the  Attorney  General’s  office  of  the  State  said  he  was.  A  tem¬ 
porary  restraining  order  was  issued  against  the  officers  restraining  them  from 
interfering  with  an  express  driver  in  his  delivery  to  the  consignee. 

“So  it  goes  merrily,  no — sadly  on.  Court  dockets  congested  with  liquor 
cases;  booze  fighters  ‘indigested’  by  vile  bootlegging  liquors.  The  courts 
hold  that  the  unearned  portion  of  liquor  licenses  must  be  returned,  in  equity 
and  good  conscience,  to  the  licensees,  and  thousands  upon  thousands  have 
to  be  returned,  and  justly  at  that,  on  account  thereof;  while  about  one 
thousand  persons  in  the  State  to-day  are  holding  federal  permits  to  bootleg 
intoxicating  liquors;  while  private  drunks  at  home  increase  and  some  drug 
stores  increase  the  sale  of  cocaine,  morphine  and  kindred  drugs  to  those  too 
poor  to  buy  liquors  by  the  quart!  This  is  advancement!  This  is  morality! 
This  is  the  State-wide  Prohibition  that  was  to  bring  a  splendid  era  of  health, 
wealth,  prosperity  and  happiness!  This  is  the  system  of  State  monopoly 
in  a  State  dedicated,  by  its  magnificent  constitution,  against  monopoly! 

Resubmission. 

“I  have  pointed  out  to  you  some  of  the  many  evils  of  Oklahoma’s  State¬ 
wide  Prohibition.  In  conclusion  permit  me  to  briefly  suggest  the  remedy, — 
resubmission,  through  the  medium  of  our  Initiative  and  Referendum.  Get 
the  requisite  number  of  signers.  It  can  be  readily  accomplished.  It  takes 
but  fifteen  per  cent,  of  those  voting  at  the  last  general  election.  Show  the 
people  in  the  Indian  Territory  portion  of  the  State  that  the  voting  down  of 
State-wide  Prohibition  leaves  them  free  to  regulate  the  liquor  traffic  as  they 
deem  best  within  their  several  communities.  It  only  takes  a  majority  vote 
to  amend  our  constitution.  We  are  in  the  Union  now.  They  cannot  put 
us  out.  The  Supreme  Court  has  so  repeatedly  held  that  the  regulation  of  the 
liquor  traffic  was  solely  for  the  police  power  of  the  State  that  even  the  most 
ardent  Prohibition  lawyer  will  not  question  the  soundness  of  the  statement. 
Resubmit  the  question  upon  the  motto  of  ‘Resubmission  against  Submission 
to  Bad  Laws  and  Worse  Enforcement.’ 

“Make  the  pledge,  and  carry  it  out,  that  the  law  will  be  obeyed.  Make 
it  a  felony  for  its  disobedience.  Cancel  licenses  for  infractions.  Stand  for 
High  License  and  Low  Taxation;  good  morals  and  an  unfettered  ballot; 
principle,  and  not  merely  personal  profit.  Idealize  with  practical  possibili¬ 
ties.  Thus  lift  all  the  dams  and  obstacles,  and  let  in  all  the  sunshine  and 
streams  of  immigration!”  {Prolonged  applause). 

PRESIDENT  LIEBMANN: — “One  of  the  gravest  questions  that  have 
presented  themselves  to  the  consideration  of  our  public  men  is  that  of  the 
disposal  of  children  who  come  before  the  courts.  To-day  we  have  with  us 
Judge  Caldwell,  of  Cincinnati,  who,  in  order  to  solve  some  of  the  questions 
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relating  to  the  excise  problem  in  which  children  are  involved,  has  given 
the  matter  profound  study,  and  has  had  the  cooperation  of  men  from  our 
industry.  I  take  great  pleasure  in  introducing  to  you  Judge  Caldwell,  of 
Cincinnati.”  {Applause). 


JUDGE  CALDWELL’S  ADDRESS. 

“Gentlemen  of  the  United  States  Brewers’  Association: 

“You  have  invited  me  to  tell  you  something  about  what  is  familiarly 
known  as  the  ‘New  Juvenile  Courts’  of  our  country,  and  their  method  of 
treating  dependent,  neglected  and  delinquent  children,  and  their  efforts  in 
preventing  adults  from  aiding,  encouraging  or  causing  the  delinquency;  and 
especially  the  court’s  relation  to  those  who  may  be  considered  as  connected 
by  trade  relations  with  the  brewing  industry. 

“The  first  juvenile  court  in  America  was  established  in  Chicago  in  1899, 
and  both  Circuit  Judges  Tutthill  and  Mack  at  different  times  have  presided 
over  that  court.  Too  much  credit  cannot  be  given  to  these  distinguished 
jurists,  for  the  good  they  have  done  in  improving  the  conditions  and  morals 
of  the  boys  and  girls  of  that  great  city. 

“When  we  remember  the  alarming  fact  that  the  average  age  of  all  persons 
who  are  inmates  of  punitive  institutions  is  twenty-five  years — we  realize  that 
the  old  system  of  trial  and  imprisonment  did  not  result  in  reformation,  and 
that  some  other  method  had  to  be  adopted  that  would  protect,  as  well  as 
reform  the  youth  of  our  country,  for  imprisonment  and  disgrace  have  not  done 
it.  The  work  of  this  court  involves  a  constant  study  of  human  nature  and  of 
character,  and  enters  into  all  the  walks  of  life. 

“Passion  and  appetite  are  fundamental  in  man,  a  desire  for  some  stimulant 
appears  to  be  inherent  in  the  human  being,  and  inasmuch  as  the  law  ‘Thou 
shalt  not,’  has  not  at  any  time,  place,  or  period  in  his  history  destroyed  the 
desire  for  stimulants,  we  feel  from  a  study  of  human  nature  and  human 
history,  that  education  and  regulation  is  the  natural  and  most  effective,  as 
well  as  the  most  practical  method  of  controlling  or  eradicating  the  evils 
resulting  from  the  manufacture,  sale  or  over-indulgence  in  any  stimulant  or 
intoxicant. 

“Under  the  old  system  children  were  locked  in  jails,  station  houses,  and 
other  places  with  the  criminal  classes.  They  mingled,  indiscriminately  in 
these  places,  and  in  the  court  room  with  the  hardened  criminals,  the  vicious 
and  the  impure.  They  were  forced  to  listen  to  the  coarse,  and  oftentimes, 
vulgar  and  profane  accusations,  and  testimony  of  these  characters.  They 
were  subject  to  the  same  procedure,  and  were  condemned  or  released  upon 
the  determination  of  their  guilt  or  innocence  of  a  specially  charged  crime,  and 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  adult,  and  without  any  question  as  to  what  or 
who  caused  the  trouble.  What  a  remarkable  child  it  would  be  to  come  away 
from  such  a  place  and  with  such  an  experience,  realizing  and  regretting  the 
wrong  he  had  done,  and  with  any  new  hope  and  encouragement  awakened 
in  his  mind  and  heart  to  do  and  be  something  useful ! 
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“Under  what  is  known  as  the  Juvenile  Law,  this  method  is  changed. 
All  jurisdiction  is  taken  away  from  Justice  of  the  Peace,  Mayor’s  Courts, 
Police  Courts,  and  jurisdiction  of  all  children  under  seventeen  years  of  age 
is  placed  in  a  higher  Court.  Provisions-  are  also  enacted  giving  the  Court 
jurisdiction  over  those  who  cause  and  encourage  or  contribute  to  their 
delinquency.  This  provision  in  our  law,  reads  as  follows:  ‘Whoever  aids, 
abets,  induces,  causes,  encourages  or  contributes  toward  the  delinquency 
of  a  minor,  under  seventeen  years  of  age,  shall  be  fined  not  less  than  $10.00 
nor  more  than  $1,000,  or  imprisoned  not  less  than  ten  days,  nor  more  than 
one  year,  or  both  fine  and  imprisonment.’ 

This  provision  enables  the  officers  of  the  law  to  get  at  those  who  offend 
against  the  law,  by  encouraging  or  causing  minors  to  do  wrong. 

“One  of  the  greatest  evils  the  Court  has  had  to  contend  with,  was  the 
reckless  saloon  keeper,  who  would  furnish  drinks  to  minors,  either  in  ‘sitting 
rooms  ’  or  the  dance  or  concert  halls,  or  improperly  conducted  saloons.  What 
is  commonly  known  as  the  sitting  room,  I  judge,  has  been  the  greatest  curse 
to  the  liquor  trade  in  this  country.  Next  in  order  come  the  dance  halls, 
and  the  concert  halls,  where  liquors  are  sold  without  considering  to  whom 
they  are  sold,  and  is  it  not  the  truth,  that  this  kind  of  place  is  too  often 
run  by  persons  who  have  no  more  regard  for  the  brewery  that  supplies  them , 
than  they  have  for  what  may  happen  to  their  customers,  or  their  fellow  men? 
Those  who  do  not  hesitate  to  encourage  and  help  a  girl  to  go  wrong  any  more 
than  they  do  to  beat  the  brewer  out  of  his  money,  can  only  bring  discredit 
and  disaster  to  this  business.  Such  people,  those  who  run  sitting  rooms, 
where  men  and  women  meet  for  immoral  purposes,  or  who  run  a  dance  or 
concert  hall,  or  other  place  where  liquors  are  sold,  where  boys  and  girls 
may  secure  drinks,  should  be  blacklisted  by  the  brewery,  as  well  as  by  the 
law.  The  brewer,  however,  should  be  the  first  to  act,  and  they  are  making 
an  earnest  effort  to  do  this  in  Cincinnati. 

Brewers  Lend  Their  Aid. 

“The  Brewers’  Board  of  Trade  and  other  brewers  of  Cincinnati,  after 
the  organization  of  the  Juvenile  Court,  joined  with  the  Court  in  its  efforts  to 
enforce  these  laws.  A  committee  of  three  prominent  brewers  were  ap¬ 
pointed  for  this  purpose;  they  were  sworn  in  as  Volunteer  Probation  Officers 
of  the  Court,  and  when  it  is  possible,  especially  when  there  are  matters  con¬ 
cerning  their  interests,  attend  the  session  of  the  Court.  When  there  is  a 
violation  of  the  law,  they  have  their  detective  help  in  the  investigation, 
and  if  a  prosecution  follows,  furnish  a  lawyer  to  assist  in  prosecuting  the 
offender.  The  law  was  printed  and  circulated  to  the  trade,  with  directions 
and  explanations  and  after  they  were  advised,  and  could  not  help  but  know 
the  law,  we  went  for  them.  Where  a  place  is  found  to  be  a  disreputable 
resort,  it  is  reported  to  this  committee,  and  they  immediately  take  steps  to 
wipe  it  out.  We  took  up  the  rooming  house  evil,  places  where  girls,  minors, 
were  taken,  and  no  questions  asked,  and  several  arrests  followed.  After  trials 
some  were  fined,  and  others  sent  to  the  workhouse.  The  Board  of  Trade 
backed  the  Court  in  this  work,  and  has  done  all  it  could  do  to  make  the  work 
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effective,  not  only  by  their  encouragement  and  help,  but  also  by  refusing 
to  rent  any  of  their  property  to  such  people. 

“You,  gentlemen,  are  all  broadminded  and  liberal  men,  but  aren’t  you, 
at  times,  somewhat  careless  in  your  commercial  dealings,  in  your  efforts  to 
outsell  some  rival,  so  that  you  do  not  properly  consider  the  character  of 
the  person  to  whom  you  sell?  Is  not  the  stand  taken  by  this  Board  of 
Trade  of  Cincinnati  and  other  brewers,  in  endeavoring  to  clean  out  all  the 
disreputable  places  and  enforcing  the  law,  going  to  raise  the  standard  of 
the  business,  as  well  as  prove  profitable  in  the  end,  as  well  as  accomplish 
much  good? 

“Gentlemen  of  this  Convention,  if  you  all  join  hands, — and  I  mean 
every  one  of  you  who  manufactures, — in  carrying  out  this  policy  and  do  it 
faithfully,  my  judgment  is  that  in  the  future  it  will  not  be  written  in  the 
statutes  ‘Thou  shalt  not,’  but  rather  it  will  be  written  ‘We  will  educate 
and  regulate.’”  {Applause) . 

PRESIDENT  LIEBMANN The  next  question  to  be  discussed  is  the 
relation  of  the  drink  problem  to  the  public.  We  have  with  us  to-day  a 
great  journalist  who  needs  no  other  introduction  to  the  American  public 
than  the  mention  of  his  name.  I  have  the  honor  to  introduce  Mr.  Brisbane. 
{Applause) . 

MR.  BRISBANE’S  ADDRESS. 

Mr.  Brisbane  was  accorded  an  enthusiastic  welcome.  He  spoke  as 
follows : 

“Mr.  President,  Ladies  and  Gentlemen: 

“I  come  to  Milwaukee,  invited  by  Mr.  Gustave  Pabst,  to  talk  to  brewers 
and  the  United  States  Brewers’  Association.  My  business  is  not  talking 
or  speech  making.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that. 

“I  am  a  newspaper  man,  but  my  speaking  here  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  newspapers  by  which  I  am  employed.  The  opinions  of  those  newspapers 
are  expressed  in  their  columns,  and  I  am  talking  for  myself  and  not  for  the 
newspapers.  Also  I  am  talking  for  myself  and  not  for  the  brewers.  I  pro¬ 
pose  to  talk  to  you  as  I  expected  to  talk  to  a  dozen  or  two  dozen  men  around 
a  table. 

“I  do  not  believe  in  Prohibition.  I  have  written  many  articles  against 
excessive  drinking  and  they  have  been  published  in  many  millions  of  news¬ 
papers.  I  have  a  very  large  audience  and  I  have  been  considered,  I  think, 
a  teetotal  writer  or  Prohibition  writer,  and  I  have  had  many  letters  from 
Prohibitionists  encouraging  the  work,  endorsing  it,  and  it  is  rather  em¬ 
barrassing  because  I  do  not  believe  that  Prohibition  is  desirable  and  I  am 
quite  positive  that  it  is  not  practicable  at  present.  Any  antagonistic 
attitude  toward-  Prohibition  and  Prohibitionists  is  a  mistaken  attitude. 
The  sincere  Prohibitionist  should  have  the  sympathy  of  every  man  and 
especially  of  the  brewers  and  the  wine  growers.  If  I  were  president  of  a 
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great  railroad  and  children  were  killed  unavoidably  on  my  road,  I  should 
have  great  sympathy  for  the  parents  of  those  children.  If  they  were  unreason¬ 
able  and  even  advocated  lynching  me  or  confiscating  my  railroad,  as  Pro¬ 
hibitionists  have  confiscated  the  brewers’  property  unjustly  and  illegally, 
I  should  be  sympathetic,  because  I  know  that  a  mother  who  has  lost 
children,  or  a  father  who  has  lost  children,  cannot  be  expected  to  talk  logic¬ 
ally  and  quietly. 

"Each  one  of  you  men  interested  in  brewing  is  in  a  legitimate  business, 
a  respectable  business,  and,  in  my  opinion,  a  very  useful  business.  Each 
must  have  a  certain  line  of  argument  in  dealing  with  the  public.  I  do  not 
believe  any  man  with  common  sense,  ability,  patience  and  character  enough 
to  compete  as  a  brewer  and  build  up  a  successful  business,  really  wants  to 
do  anything  except  protect  his  own  legitimate  interests.  He  should  conduct 
a  legitimate  fight  that  will  give  him  the  sympathy  of  the  people  and  will 
not  increase  antagonism  among  good  people — because  nearly  all  Prohibi¬ 
tionists  are  extremely  good  people,  and  you  may  as  well  know  it  and  reckon 
with  it.  A  great  deal  has  been  done  by  the  brewers  themselves,  as  I  said 
to  Mr.  Pabst,  to  hurt  the  brewers’  cause. 

“The  first  thing  for  a  man  to  do  in  a  fight  is  to  show  that  he  is  not 
frightened.  There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  talk  supposed  to  come  from 
brewers  which  indicated  that  they  were  in  a  fright.  You  are  engaged  in  a 
legitimate  business  and  you  ought  to  repel  illegitimate  attacks.  You  have  no 
reason  to  be  frightened.  Humanity  is  not  going  to  change,  not  in  a  genera¬ 
tion.  The  people  are  not  going  to  confiscate  your  property  to  any  extent, 
because  they  will  realize  that  another  class  might  be  confiscating  theirs  very 
shortly.  You  can  tell  the  farmer  who  confiscates  your  brewery  or  your  ice 
plant  without  paying  you  for  it  that  he  is  paving  the  way  for  the  single  taxer 
to  confiscate  his  farm  without  paying  for  it.  That  is  a  thing  to  think  over. 
Confiscation  is  a  serious  proposition. 

Two  Questions. 

“There  are  two  questions  preceding  teetotalism  or  Prohibition.  The 
first  question,  ‘Is  it  desirable?’  the  second  question:  ‘Is  it  possible,  and 
would  the  world  be  better  off  if  no  man  drank  any  stimulating  drink?’  If 
it  could  be  shown  that  the  world  would  be  better  off  under  Prohibition,  I 
think  that  every  decent  man,  even  a  brewer  who  might  lose  millions,  would 
favor  Prohibition. 

“As  to  the  question  of  desirability  everybody  has  a  right  to  his  opinion. 
Science  decidedly  is  against  the  wisdom  of  total  abstinence  for  the  human 
race — against  it,  absolutely.  {Applause) .  I  would  advise  you  to  read  ‘The 
Principles  of  Heredity,’  by  Archdall  Reid.  His  statistics  are  convincing. 

“There  is  no  use  saying  that  Prohibition  is  not  possible,  because  it 
never  has  been  accomplished.  Everything  might  be  called  impossible  on 
that  basis.  To  say  that  a  thing  never  has  been  done  does  not  mean  that  it 
won’t  be  done.  The  abstract  question  of  total  abstinence  is  like  the  question 
of  the  vegetarians.  They  say  that  a  man  ought  not  to  eat  meat.  I  am 
against  vegetarianism  for  exactly  the  same  reasons  that  make  me  disbelieve 
in  Prohibition.  I  think  a  man’s  body  has  got  more  important  work  to  do 
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than  to  change  hay  into  meat.  A  cow  has  nothing  else  to  do  and  she  spends 
the  summer  in  changing  grass  into  beefsteak.  The  man  with  important 
work  to  do,  takes  the  steak  and  gets  immediately  what  he  wants.  The 
vegetarian  tells  you  that  you  ought  not  to  touch  meat  but  you  should  get 
the  nourishment  you  need  from  vegetables.  It  may  be  that  they  will 
achieve  their  ideals  in  time,  but  that  time  has  not  come. 

“You  see,  the  trouble  with  the  Prohibitionists  is  this:  their  arguments 
are  based  largely  on  sentiment,  with  which  you  must  sympathize,  and  very 
largely  on  ignoring  of  facts.  I  have  not  met  very  many  Prohibitionists  that 
I  should  call  thoroughly  educated  men,  although  I  presume  that  there  are 
many  such. 

“I  think  they  are  sincere  men,  but  many  of  them  have  not  traveled, 
have  not  seen  other  countries,  have  not  studied  history  without  prejudice. 

“I  do  not  say  to  Prohibitionists,  ‘you  cannot  have  this  perfect  total 
abstinence  condition,’  I  say,  ‘you  cannot  have  it  at  present.  You  cannot 
show  a  nation  that  has  been  a  Prohibition  nation  for  any  length  of  time  and 
that  compares  favorably  with  the  others.  You  cannot  ask  the  man  leading 
his  normal  life,  taking  his  normal  dinner,  and  his  glass  of  beer  or  claret ,  to 
change  his  life  on  account  of  the  unfortunate  man  who  cannot  do  that  without 
becoming  a  maniac  and  going  to  excess.’  You  have  got  to  look  at  the  world 
as  a  whole.  In  England,  on  a  small  island,  live  a  few  millions  of  intelligent, 
temperate  drinking  people.  They  drink,  practically  all  of  them,  and  they 
have  under  their  domain  in  India  three  hundred  million  teetotalers,  and 
those  three  hundred  million  Asiatic  teetotalers  do  not  bother  England  at  all. 

“Across  the  Irish  Channel  there  is  another  small  island  with  a  handful 
of  Irishmen  who  are  not  teetotalers  and  who  keep  the  Englishmen  worried 
all  of  the  time.  I  would  rather  be  one  of  the  Irishmen  than  one  of  the 
Asiatics. 

“Consider  the  Mohammedans.  There  teetotalism,  backed  by  fanati¬ 
cism,  was  forced  upon  a  very  large  body  of  people.  The  religious  enthusiasm 
necessary  to  make  a  race  submit  to  teetotalism  did  wonders  for  a  moment. 
You  know  the  wonderful  conquest  made  by  the  Mohammedans;  they  very 
nearly  conquered  the  whole  of  western  Europe,  but  they  have  done  nothing 
since — it  was  just  an  accident  that  they  did  it.  It  was  a  wonderful  case  of 
enthusiasm.  Now,  nothing  happens  among  them  except  an  Armenian 
massacre.  They  have  never  been  known  to  produce  anything,  noteworthy, 
and  they  call  Turkey  the  sick  man  of  Europe,  and  it  is  the  sick  man. 

“Incidentally,  although  teetotalers  will  not  admit  it,  the  health  of  the 
total  abstainer,  whether  it  be  mental  health  or  physical  health,  is  not 
equal  to  that  of  the  temperate  man.  The  nation  that  drinks  excessively 
will  go  down,  and  it  is  equally  true  of  the  nation  that  does  hot  drink  at  all. 
While  the  teetotaler  is  much  safer  than  the  hard  drinker,  he  is  rarely  a 
healthy,  thoroughly  normal  man.  I  have  talked  to  many  Prohibitionists. 
I  admire  them,  but  they  are  thin,  nervous,  white-haired,  and  usually  when 
rather  young,  they  have  dyspepsia.  They  do  not  enjoy  their  dinner,  and 
so  they  eat  it  as  quickly  as  they  can.  I  believe  that  beer  and  light  wines 
have  done  an  enormous  amount  of  good  to  the  human  race,  if  only  because 
they  have  made  of  eating  leisurely  a  pleasure.  The  man  who  has  his  beer 
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or  his  light  wine  with  his  evening  meal,  if  temperate,  is  far  better  off  physic¬ 
ally  than  the  total  abstainer. 

Alcohol  and  Evolution. 

“I  am  going  to  read  you  a  few  words  from  Archdall  Reid.  He  says: 
‘We  have  seen  that  just  as  all  races  undergo  protective  evolution  against 
other  stringently  selective  agents  of  elimination,  so  various  races  of  mankind 
have  undergone  evolution  against  certain  narcotics.  Human  races  that  have 
not  undergone  this  evolution  to  some  extent,  at  least,  are  now  as  incapable 
of  existing  under  the  conditions  of  civilization  as  races  that  have  undergone 
no  evolution  against  tuberculosis.  On  the  other  hand,  some  races  that 
have  undergone  considerable  evolution  are  now  hardly  injured  by  the  pres¬ 
ence  of  almost  unlimited  supplies  of  alcohol  (or  other  lethal  narcotics). 
Nature,  in  effect,  has  carried  on  a  great  and  successful  scheme  of  temperance 
reform,  but  on  lines  opposite  to  those  advocated  by  human  reformers.  She 
has  eliminated  drunkards ;  temperance  reformers  propose  to  eliminate 
drink.’  That  is  exactly  the  distinction.  The  thing  to  do  is  to  conduct 
your  campaign  in  a  way  to  diminish  drunkenness,  to  eliminate  it,  and  you 
cannot,  and  you  ought  not  try  to  eliminate  normal  drink  itself — you  can¬ 
not  do  it.  By  normal  drink  I  mean  natural  light  wines  and  beer. 

“Reid  says  further:  ‘But  apart  'from  these  purely  theoretical  con¬ 
siderations,  effective  prohibitive  legislation,  especially  amongst  civilized 
nations,  has  already  been  proved  impracticable.’  That  is  really  the  decision 
of  all  scientific  men.  ‘It  has  been  tried  by  scores  of  governments  on  hun¬ 
dreds  of  occasions  during  thousands  of  years,  and  has  invariably  failed, 
except  in  the  case  of  some  Mohammedans,  amongst  whom  it  has  been  par¬ 
tially  successful,  but  at  a  terrible  cost.  The  same  influence,  religious  fanati¬ 
cism,  which  has  rendered  them  temperate,  has,  by  limiting  intercourse  with 
more  enlightened,  if  more  drunken  peoples,  rendered  them  more  barbarous 
also.  It  cannot  endure  forever.  Moreover  the  Mohammedans,  like  the 
Buddhists,  have  substituted  opium  for  alcohol.’  Which,  of  course,  is  a  far 
■worse  thing.  ‘Amongst  all  modern  peoples  dwelling  under  the  ordinary 
conditions  of  civilized  life,  repressive  measures  not  only  fail,  but  worse  than 
fail.  Vast  numbers  of  people  combine  to  break  the  law  by  all  sorts  of 
devices.  Modern  civilized  society  is  so  complex,  means  of  intercommunica¬ 
tion  are  so  perfect,  the  manufacture  and  secret  sale  of  alcohol  are  so  easy 
and  profitable,  the  desire  to  obtain  it  so  fierce,  the  freedom  of  the  individual 
so  great,  that  an  illegal  traffic  is  organized  at  once,  which  swiftly  grows 
beyond  the  control  of  the  authorities.  Secret  debauchery  is  substituted 
for  open  drinking.’  You  know  that  in  New  Zealand,  they  found,  strangely 
enough,  that  Prohibition  increased  drunkenness  among  women.  I  suppose 
you  know  that,  with  women,  drinking  to  excess  is  much  more  serious  than 
with  men.  Fortunately  it  is  less  frequent.  Confirmed  alcoholics  may  be 
cured  among  men  much  more  easily  than  among  women.  They  found  that 
in  New  Zealand  Prohibition  encouraged  the  keeping  of  very  strong  liquors 
in  the  house.  A  great  deal  more  alcohol  was  drunk,  and  this  hidden  drinking 
was  practiced  to  such  an  extent  that  Prohibition,  instead  of  helping  temper¬ 
ance,  really  helpe_d  intemperance.  Thus  we  see  as  Archdall  Reid  says, 
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that  when  secret  debauchery  is  substituted  for  open  drinking  the  actual 
amount  of  drunkenness  is  increased.  And  the  successful  evasion  of  one  law 
has  for  its  concomitant  a  contempt  for  all  law,  which  in  turn  is  followed 
by  a  long  train  of  attendant 'evils.  Cardinal  Gibbons,  commenting  on  this 
Prohibition  movement,  said  that  he  opposed  it  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
certainly  be  evaded  if  put  on  the  statute  books,  the  law  would  be  brought 
into  contempt  and  in  that  way  other  laws  would  be  made  contemptible 
in  the  estimation  of  the  people.  ‘If  the  society  be  at  all  highly  organized, 
if  -the  population  be  dense,  the  means  of  communication  good,  and  the 
government  democratic,  the  law  is  soon  repealed.’  That  has  been  the  ex¬ 
perience  of  all.  Of  course,  what  Mr.  Reid  emphasizes  is  that  Prohibition  puts 
the  manufacture  of  all  drinks  on  an  inferior  basis.  Every  single  thing  manu¬ 
factured  becomes  worse,  because,  instead  of  having  open  competition,  where 
the  successful  man  is  the  man  who  gives  the  best  drink,  the  man  succeeds 
who  is  most  cunning  in  evading  the  law,  and  who  distributes  alcohol  in  its 
crudest,  vilest,  most  concentrated  form. 

The  Proposition. 

“The  proposition  is  this:  Will  you  have  able,  intelligent  business  men 
competing  to  produce  a  healthful,  normal  drink,  low  in  alcohol  and  sell  it 
openly,  under  proper  bar  restrictions,  as  everything  should  be  sold,  or  are 
you  going  to  take  the  traffic  away  from  the  legitimate  business  men  and 
develop  a  collection  of  law-evading,  secretive  men,  producing  stuff  destruc¬ 
tive  of  health,  and  always  highly  concentrated,  to  make  the  concealment 
and  carrying  easier?  That  is  the  problem.  I  believe  if  you  could  get  all 
of  these  things  into  the  minds  of  the  Prohibitionists  you  would  get  them  to 
see  your  side.  If  I  were  a  very  rich  brewer  it  seems  to  me  I  would  get  a  half 
dozen  leading  Prohibitionists,  men  and  women,  and  I  would  say,  ‘I  will  take 
you  to  Europe,’  and  I  would  take  them  down  to  Stuttgart  or  Munich,  or 
any  German  city  and  let  them  go  into  the  beer  gardens  there,  where  there  is 
good  music,  where  they  would  see  men  with  their  families,  and  where  they 
would  see  no  drunkenness.  I  would  ask  them,  ‘Now  find  the  drunkard. 
Everybody  drinks  here,  where  are  the  drunkards?’  The  same  is  true,  not 
only  in  Germany,  but  in  France.  In  Paris,  every  servant  you  engage  has 
as  wages  so  much  money  and  one  quart  of  red  wine  per  day,  and  has 
the  wine  as  a  matter  of  course.  A  drunken  servant  in  Paris  would  be  just 
as  much  of  a  curiosity  as  a  five-legged  cat  here  in  Wisconsin.  In  Kansas, 
under  Prohibition,  I  saw  more  drunkards  in  one  day  than  I  saw  in  Paris  in 
four  years. 

“I  want  to  speak  about  one  thing  in  connection  with  the  policy  of  the 
brewers.  When  I  look  at  a  saloon,  see  over  it  the  sign  of  a  reputable  brewer, 
and  see  a  man  with  his  head  cut  open,  thrown  out  of  that  saloon,  it  occurs 
to  me  that  if  I  were  a  brewer  I  would  try  to  separate  myself  from  the  gentle¬ 
man  of  the  tall  black  bottle.  No  man  ever  got  his  head  cut  open  drinking 
beer. 

“A  man  wrote  me  and  asked,  ‘Why  do  you  say  beer  or  light  wine  is  less 
harmful  than  strong  liquors?  Isn’t  there  just  as  much  alcohol  in  twenty 
glasses  of  beer  as  there  is  in  four  or  five  glasses  of  gin,  and  if  I  take  my  gin 
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and  dilute  it  to  the  same  strength  as  beer,  isn’t  that  the  same  thing  as  drink¬ 
ing  beer?’  I  replied,  ‘My  young  friend,  after  the  second  glass  of  gin  you 
would  not  dilute  it.’ 

“You  see  you  cannot  take  the  water  out  of  beer  and  put  it  to  one  side 
and  drink  only  the  little  fragment  of  alcohol.  You  have  got  to  take  the 
whole  thing,  hops,  water,  and  a  very  light  amount  of  alcohol,  which  for  a 
sober  man,  is  undoubtedly  an  aid  to  digestion.  Too  much  alcohol  stops 
digestion — so  does  too  much  pie. 

“Whatever  your  views  on  Prohibition  remember  that  the  people  have 
a  perfect  right  to  discuss  the  question  and  to  settle  it.  A  majority  of  the 
people  must  decide.  But  you  must  be  satisfied  that  it  is  a  majority  that  is 
deciding,  and  not  a  minority  made  strong  and  bold  by  a  lot  of  people  afraid 
to  tell  what  they  think.  The  public  has  the  right  to  regulate  anything, 
provided  there  is  a  bona  fide  majority  in  favor  of  the  regulation. 

“There  is  a  question  that  irritates  the  Prohibitionists,  but  I  think  it  is  a 
good  question  for  you  to  bear  in  mind  in  order  to  show  the  help  that  moderate, 
temperate  drinking  has  been  to  the  ablest  men  in  history.  Ask  the  Pro¬ 
hibitionist,  what  man  is  there  among  your  people  that  you  can  put  up  as  the 
equal  of  the  late  Pope  Leo ;  at  ninety  he  wrote  a  poem  in  Latin  on  right 
living,  advocating  the  drinking  of  mild  wines  as  a  matter  of  course — having 
drunk  them  all  his  life,  and  at  ninety  was  a  strong  man.  Whom  have  you 
among  Prohibitionists  to  equal  Bismarck,  Gladstone,  Moltke — I  used  to  see 
him  walking  about  when  he  was  about  ninety, — a  moderate  drinker — and 
Goethe — everybody  knows  he  took  his  glass  of  wine.  Could  anybody  imagine 
Goethe  as  a  Prohibitionist? 

“There  is  in  the  human  being  a  force  driving  him  on.  Occasionally  he 
has  got  to  rest — to  relax.  A  sheep  does  not  need  to  drink  for  stimulant  or 
relaxation,  because  he  has  nothing  stirring  him  up.  But  man  is  restless, 
nervous,  in  need  of  relaxation  and  a  study  of  men  of  ability  will  demonstrate 
that  mild  stimulants  have  been  a  benefit  to  them.  You  have  no  right  to 
take  away  from  those  who  use  it  legitimately,  a  normal  stimulant  that  a  few 
poor  weak  ones  are  not  able  to  use  normally.  One  man  may  have  a 
diseased  heart,  and  if  he  were  to  run  up  stairs  or  play  baseball  he  would  fall 
dead  from  the  exertion.  Now,  would  it  be  reasonable  to  say  that  because 
one  man  cannot  run  up  stairs,  nobody  must  run  up  stairs?  Because  exercise 
is  not  good  for  some  people,  must  all  people  refrain  from  it?” 

MR.  H.  B.  SCHARMANN: — You  have  mentioned  the  names  of 
Bismarck,  Von  Moltke  and  Goethe.  I  might  add  Longfellow  and  Washing¬ 
ton  and  others.  Can  you  now  mention  one  name  of  any  teetotaler  that  has 
ever  made  a  mark  in  history,  as  a  scientist,  a  historian,  a  general  or  in  any 
other  walk  in  life?  Did  you  ever  hear  of  one  and  if  you  have,  would  you 
not  please  mention  him? 

MR.  BRISBANE: — I  have  called  attention  to  that  in  writings.  I  do 
not  think  there  is  a  total  abstainer  among  the  world’s  greatest  men. 

MR.  SCHARMANN : — I  never  have  come  across  one. 

MR.  BRISBANE: — I  think  that  there  is  a  cause  for  that.  Of  course 
the  Prohibitionists  would  say  that  is  not  an  argument,  that  while  they  were 
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great,  they  were  not  great  enough  to  be  Prohibitionists.  ( Laughter  and 
applause). 

“There  is  one  last  word,  and  I  think  it  is  an  important  one.  I  had  lunch 
some  time  ago  in  New  York  with  some  friends  of  mine  who  were  all  interested 
in  the  brewing  industry,  and  I  pointed  out  to  them  a  thing  which  I  think 
is  the  strongest  practical  argument  in  favor  of  beer  and  light  wine. 

“The  brewer  gives  his  beer  to  his  wife  and  children,  and  the  wine  grower 
gives  his  native  light  wines  to  his  wife  and  children.  Children  in  France 
drink  claret  as  soon  as  they  are  three  years  old,  and  never  have  the  slightest 
desire  to  get  drunk.  How  different  it  is  with  the  man  who  manufactures 
brandy.  He  never  gives  it  to  his  children.  The  man  who  manufactures 
any  liquor,  high  in  alcohol  percentage,  keeps  it  away  from  his  children, 
just  exactly  as  he  keeps  away  the  arsenic  bottle  or  any  other  poison.  Light 
wines  and  beer  are  food,  useful,  Nature’s  blessings.  Brandy  and  its  brothers 
are  poisons.” 


MR.  FINK’S  SPEECH. 

President  Liebmann  here  announced  that  owing  to  the  lateness  of  the 
hour  some  speeches  would  have  to  be  omitted,  but  he  begged  the  audience 
to  remain  to  hear  a  few  words  from  Mr.  Henry  Fink,  Collector  of  Internal 
Revenue  for  the  District  of  Wisconsin.  He  then  introduced  Mr.  Fink  as 
one  of  that  great  class  of  German-Americans  who  have  helped  to  build  up 
the  City  of  Milwaukee. 

Mr.  Fink  said: 

“We  have  had  this  controversy  in  our  country,  off  and  on,  for  a  hundred 
years  past.  I  noticed  in  the  newspapers  yesterday  that  somewhere  in  New 
York  some  good  people  celebrated  the  centenary  of  the  organization  of  the 
first  temperance  organization  or  society. 

“Now,  the  difference  between  the  efforts  of  good  people  in  those  days 
and  at  the  present  time  is  that  at  that  time  they  thought  to  convince  people 
by  suasion  to  be  moderate  in  the  use  of  alcoholic  stimulants  or  to  abstain 
from  them  altogether.  To-day  the  movement  is  not  of  that  character — 
to-day  the  fifty-one  insist  upon  the  right  to  coerce  the  forty-nine  to  adopt 
their  habits  of  life,  and  that  is  what  sane  people  resist. 

“Fifty-five  years  ago  Know-nothingism  and  Prohibition  swept  over  the 
country  from  New  England  to  Iowa.  They  are  twin  sisters;  their  parentage 
being  dense  ignorance  and  blind  fanaticism. 

“The  movement  at  that  period  found  its  inspiration  in  the  tremendous 
wave  of  immigration  which  rolled  over  this  country  in  the  decade  from  1850 
to  i860,  and  particularly  because  of  the  very  large  German  immigration 
which  set  in  towards  this  country,  after  the  failure  of  the  revolution  of  1848 
and  1849.  The  German  immigrant  came  here  unacquainted  with  the  nature 
of  this  country.  He  brought  with  him  the  culture  and  the  habits  of  life 
which  did  not  conform  to  the  American  puritanical  standard  of  those  times. 

“That  proscriptive  movement  swept  over  the  country,  carrying  a 
number  of  States,  and  only  at  the  outbreak  of  the  war  did  it  show  signs  of  a 
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decadence.  But  when  the  fairminded,  level-headed  American  saw  in  the 
German  immigrant  a  very  useful,  prospective  citizen,  he  began  to  change  his 
mind,  and  when,  to  cap  the  climax,  the  beer-drinking  Germans  of  St.  Louis 
wrested  Missouri  from  the  designs  of  those  who  would  have  turned  it  over  to 
the  Confederacy,  there  was  nothing  else  for  their  Know-nothingism  and  their 
Prohibition  to  vote  upon.  {Applause) .  It  has  broken  out  in  spots  occasion¬ 
ally  since  that  time.  It  broke  out  again  in  1880  when  it  struck  Kansas. 
Four  years  later  it  struck  Iowa.  Iowa  has  since  modified  its  Prohibition 
law,  and  there  are  now  but  three  States  in  the  North  still  clinging  to  the 
Prohibition  folly,  and  from  my  experience  I  feel  that  I  am  warranted  in 
declaring  that  nowhere  in  the  United  States  is  there  more  drunkenness  than 
in  those  three  Prohibition  States  of  the  North. 

“Quite  recently  this  proscriptive  movement  has  received  an  impetus 
by  the  action  of  the  States  of  Alabama,  Georgia  and  North  Carolina.  They 
have  gone  Prohibition,  and  a  letter  from  a  Prohibition  man  in  that  part  of 
the  country  the  other  day  declared  that  the  action  of  North  Carolina  was 
the  beginning  of  the  end  in  America  of  the  saloon  and  the  brewery. 

“Now,  my  friends,  you  have  heard  about  carrying  coal  to  Newcastle. 
The  talk  about  reviving  the  Prohibition  sentiment  in  North  Carolina,  Georgia 
and  Alabama  is  silly.  Prohibition  has  been  thought  to  be  in  force  in  these 
three  States  and  all  except  a  few  of  the  larger  States,  but  has  not  been  suc¬ 
cessful. 

How  Kansas  Prohibits. 

“I  have  been  out  in  the  State  of  Kansas  personally,  and  know  of  the 
conditions  there.  Now,  what  has  been  the  effect?  The  Prohibition  law 
went  into  effect  in  1881.  In  1880,  under  licenses,  there  were  2,013  retail 
liquor  dealers  in  the  State  of  Kansas.  In  1903,  after  twenty-six  years  of 
experience  with  that  policy,  there  were  3,334  retail  liquor  dealers  in  Kansas. 
Now,  these  statistics  that  I  give  here  are  those  of  the  United  States.  The 
number  of  liquor  dealers  here  given  are  such  as  had  paid  the  special  tax  to 
the  United  States  required  under  the  laws  of  Congress,  of  $25.00  per  annum, 
which  gives  permission  to  sell  at  retail  anything  in  the  line  of  intoxicating 
liquors. 

“Now,  the  holding  of  a  special  tax  stamp  is  prima  facie  evidence  of  the 
possessor’s  violation  of  the  State  Prohibition  Law.  It  is,  therefore,  very 
reasonable  to  assume  that  these  people  who  had  paid  the  special  tax  to  the 
United  States,  did  their  business  more  or  less  openly.  How  many  more 
there  were  surreptitiously  engaged  in  the  business,  of  course,  cannot  be 
guessed  at,  but  there  were  probably  an  equal  number.  I  know  positively 
that  there  is  not  a  hamlet  in  the  State  of  Kansas  where  intoxicating  liquors 
of  some  kind  cannot  be  obtained. 

“North  Dakota,  and  its  sister  State,  South  Dakota,  adopted  Prohibition 
in  1890.  South  Dakota  repealed  its  law  in  1896.  North  Dakota  still  clings 
to  it.  Now  the  two  States  form  one  Internal  Revenue  District.  The 
population  of  South  Dakota  exceeds  that  of  North  Dakota  by  fully  one- 
third.  I  took  pains  in  my  investigation  of  this  subject  to  write  to  the  Col¬ 
lector  of  Internal  Revenue  for  that  district,  comprising  those  two  States. 
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He  informs  me  that  for  the  year  ended  June  30th,  1907,  his  office  had  issued 
to  the  Prohibitionists  of  North  Dakota  193  more  special  tax  stamps  than  he 
had  issued  in  South  Dakota.  For  the  present  year,  up  to  the  28th  day  of 
April,  the  date  of  his  letter,  his  office  has  issued  to  North  Dakota  1,450 
special  tax  stamps,  while  for  the  same  period  there  had  been  issued  1,291 
to  South  Dakota. 

“The  North  Dakota  man  buys  his  alcohol  by  the  gallon,  and  goes  to 
the  polls  and  votes  for  Prohibition.  {Applause) . 

Wisconsin  and  North  Carolina. 

“I  just  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  difference  between  Wisconsin 
and  North  Carolina.  The  Prohibitionists  very  gleefully  announce  their 
success  in  North  Carolina.  Now,  North  Carolina  has  a  wonderful  record, 
and  it  shows  the'  difference  in  civilization.  The  South,  my  friends,  has  re¬ 
mained  very  orthodox,  has  remained  untouched  by  whatever  civilization 
and  culture  has  been  brought  to  the  United  States  from  the  various  countries 
of  Europe.  The  foreign  population  of  North  Carolina  constitutes  but  four- 
tenths  of  one  per  cent.,  while  the  foreign  population  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin 
amounts  to  twenty-four  per  cent.  Now,  North  Carolina  had  817  retail 
liquor  dealers  in  1907;  Wisconsin  had  12,141.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  under¬ 
stood,  my  friends,  as  arguing  that  the  larger  the  number  of  saloons,  the  more 
marked  the  progress  of  the  community.  I  think  we  could  spare  some  here 
in  Wisconsin;  at  the  same  time,  the  conditions  here  show  conclusively  that 
the  saloon  evil  is  not  as  glaring  as  it  has  been  said  to  be.  There  are  a  good 
many  saloons  that  ought  not  to  exist,  but  I  thoroughly  believe  that  in  com¬ 
munities  like  Milwaukee,  with  such  a  population  as  ours,  the  orderly,  well- 
regulated  saloon  is  not  alone  a  social  benefit,  but  a  social  necessity. 

“Now,  then,  12,000  against  817  saloons  in  North  Carolina;  but  they 
had  in  North  Carolina  nearly  1,000  distilleries  that  were  in  lawful  operation. 
There  were  more  unlawful  distilleries  in  operation  there  than  there  were 
saloons.  So  the  disparity  is  made  up,  in  my  judgment,  upon  this  theory: 
the  small  distillery  down  there  produces  the  whiskey  for  home  consumption. 
Thus  it  is  seen  that  the  small  distillery  operates  in  the  dual  capacity  of  dis¬ 
tillery  and  saloon. 

“It  is  perfectly  startling  when  you  compare  the  12,000  saloons  in  Wis¬ 
consin  with  those  in  North  Carolina,  and  you  realize  that  every  man  in 
Wisconsin  has  paid  the  special  tax  to  the  United  States,  and  is  also  con¬ 
forming  to  the  local  ordinances  and  the  laws  of  the  State.  There  were  in 
operation  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina  in  the  past  year  648  illicit  distilleries, 
and  the  officers  of  the  United  States  effected  42  arrests.  The  government 
of  the  United  States  has  made  the  most  strenuous  efforts  for  twenty-five 
years  to  suppress  the  illicit  manufacture  of  spirits  in  those  Southern  States, 
with  very  little  success.  Now,  that  is  called  civilization.  The  women  there 
march  in  the  streets  singing  and  praying  for  the  extermination  of  the  saloon, 
the  brewery,  and  the  liquor  business  generally,  while  there  is  a  man  up  in  the 
mountains  surreptitiously  producing  unlawful  whiskey  in  violation  of  the 
laws  of  the  United  States. 
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“My  dream  is  to  see  developed  here  upon  the  American  continent  the 
greatest  nation  on  earth  (Applause),  and  we  are  going  to  succeed.  The 
fusing  of  the  best  elements  of  Europe  and  the  native  born  cannot  but  have 
that  result,  if  we  have  such  an  example  constantly  before  us  as  may  be 
derived  from  observing  the  conditions  in  Wisconsin.  Take  a  little  German 
Empire  with  an  area  of  less  than  the  State  of  Texas  supporting  a  population 
of  65,000,000  people,  and  among  no  people  on  earth  is  the  use  of  alcoholic 
stimulants  more  general  than  it  is  in  Germany,  and  German  culture  has 
brought  men  up  to  that  degree  of  self-control  that  the  German  knows  when 
he  has  enough.  They  know  nothing  in  Germany  of  dives  or  disorderly 
saloons.  They  take  their  families  into  the  public  places,  and  I  dare  say 
that  here  in  Milwaukee  they  do  likewise.  (Applause).  And,  therefore, 
in  talking  to  my  Prohibition  friends  I  feel  warranted  in  pointing  with  pride 
to  the  status  of  the  people  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  and  in  particular 
to  the  people  of  the  City  of  Milwaukee,  as  compared  with  the  constituencies 
that  seek  their  salvation  in  proscriptive  legislation. 

“We  are  for  moderation.  It  is  our  intention  and  it  shall  be  our  effort 
to  make  the  business  of  the  brewer  and  the  liquor  dealer  a  respectable  one, 
and  to  that  end  the  men  directly  engaged  in  the  traffic  can  do  the  most.” 
(Applause). 


MR.  AUSTIN’S  ADDRESS. 

Mr.  William  H.  Austin  of  Milwaukee  touched  upon  the  causes  of  the 
Prohibition  agitation  in  an  address  of  great  force. 

He  pointed  out  that  “the  causes  are  many,  as  we  view  them,  and  have 
been  of  gradual  growth  and  are  due  in  part,  at  least,  to  the  attitude  of  the 
manufacturers  toward  each  other,  and  to  neglect  and  carelessness,  if  not 
indifference,  on  the  part  of  the  local  authorities. 

“Competition  in  trade,  anxiety  to  increase  the  output  of  manufactured 
product,  feelings  of  retaliation  against  competitors  in  business,  and  like 
motives,  have  induced  the  opening  of  many  saloons  in  localities  where 
enough  already  existed  to  supply  all  the  reasonable  demands  of  the  trade 
and  of  the  inhabitants.  The  consequence  of  the  opening  of  such  new  places 
in  such  localities  of  necessity  divides  the  trade  which  the  former  ones  had 
and  compels  the  resort  to  new  methods  to  attract  or  bring  back  the  trade 
which  they  have  lost,  and  in  many  instances  such  methods  are  questionable 
and  in  violation  of  the  law  itself,  and  have  aroused  the  sentiment  of  the 
people  in  the  localities  against  all  saloons.  This  is  one  of  the  causes  for  the 
widespread  wave  at  the  present  time. 

Local  Authorities  not  Blameless. 

“Another,  and  perhaps  the  most  efficient  cause,  is  the  indifference  and 
carelessness  of  the  local  authorities  in  the  granting  of  license,  and  we  incline 
to  the  opinion  that  the  higher  the  license  fee  the  less  care  is  exercised  by  the 
local  authorities  in  the  granting  of  such  license,  and  the  reason  for  this  is  two¬ 
fold:  first,  a  belief  that  the  saloon  keeper,  if  compelled  to  pay  an  exorbitant 
fee,  will  exercise  more  care  in  the  conduct  of  his  business  because  his  loss 
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will  be  greater  if  his  license  should  be  revoked,  and  second,  because  of  the 
increased  revenue  the  community  derives  from  the  granting  of  the  license 
for  the  sustaining  of  municipal  expenses. 

“The  first  of  these  reasons  is  fallacious,  because  if  the  character  of  the 
licensee  is  not  good  he  is  likely  to  resort  to  questionable  methods  secretly 
and  covertly,  if  not  publicly,  to  make  good  the  large  fee  he  is  compelled  to 
pay.  Strict  regulation  and  prompt  and  efficient  punishment  is  the  only 
remedy. 

“No  license  should  be  granted  by  local  authorities  to  any  person  unless 
the  licensee  is  a  person  of  good  moral  character,  able  to  exercise  self-restraint 
himself.  It  has  too  long  been  the  custom  for  local  authorities  to  grant 
license  to  any  one  who  may  apply  for  same,  who  has  the  means  to  pay  there¬ 
for  or  who  has  the  apparent  backing  of  some  brewer  or  distiller.  This 
practice  should  be  discontinued,  and  the  local  authorities  should  exercise 
the  responsibility  of  the  position  they  assume  when  they  accept  an  office  to 
represent  the  citizenship  of  their  community,  and  they  should  carefully 
scrutinize  the  character,  the  capacity  and  fitness  of  every  applicant  for 
license  before  the  same  is  granted. 

Wave  Not  Transitory. 

“The  wave  which  is  spreading  throughout  the  country  is  not  transitory, 
and  we  must  not  harbor  the  notion  that  it  has  about  reached  the  turning 
point,  because  it  has  not.  While  it  is  true  that  Prohibition  does  not  pro¬ 
hibit,  in  the  broad  sense  of  the  word,  NO  LICENSE  means  ‘NO  LICENSE’ 
and  the  legitimate  retail  sale  of  the  manufactured  product,  where  no  license 
has  been  adopted,  is  ended,  and  with  the  adoption  of  the  ‘No  License’ 
sentiment  a  large  portion  of  the  trade  of  the  brewing  industry  is  lost.  We 
may  credit  ourselves  with  the  statement  of  fact  that  the  growth  of  the 
consumption  of  beer  has  been  more  productive  of  temperance  among  the 
people  in  general  than  any  other  one  thing,  but  that  in  no  wise  relieves  our 
situation.  If  the  sale  of  this  article,  so  productive  of  temperance,  is  pro¬ 
hibited  by  the  adoption  of  no  license,  it  avails  us  nothing.  What  we  must 
do  is  to  convince  the  people  by  our  actions,  as  well  as  by  our  words,  that  we 
intend,  so  far  as  in  our  power  lies,  to  adopt  and  carry  out  reforms,  and  the 
result  will  be  that  if  such  reforms  are  adopted  and  carried  into  effect  along 
reasonable  lines  no  appreciable  loss  will  eventually  be  found  to  have  occurred 
in  our  business,  but  if  such  reforms  are  not  adopted  and  carried  into  effect 
the  consequences  may  be  extremely  disastrous. 

Social  Character  of  Drinking. 

“Under  no  condition  would  I  suggestthedestructionof  the  social  character 
of  drinking ;  gatherings  of  a  social  character  may  at  times  become  boisterous 
and  even  mischievous,  but  they  are  rarely  criminal.  It  is  the  brooder,  the 
misanthrope,  the  recluse  who  resorts  to  drink,  who  commits  crime  and 
becomes  mentally  unbalanced.  The  saloon  is  conducive  to  social  inter¬ 
course.  It  has  been  fitly  termed  ‘the  poor  man’s  club.’  It  is  almost  a 
necessity  to  cities  and  manufacturing  communities.  The  poor  man  and  the 
man  of  moderate  means  can  here  gather,  exchange  views,  talk,  visit  and 
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have  relaxation  from  the  labor  of  the  day  or  the  anxieties,  which,  at  times, 
perplex  us  all.  In  many  communities  the  wife  and  the  family  gather  with 
their  husbands  in  the  saloon,  the  women  taking  their  work  and  enjoying 
a  social  evening  or  afternoon.  Prohibition  will  destroy  these  opportunities 
for  social  gatherings  without  offering  any  substitute  therefor.  The  saloon 
offers  a  haven  in  which  a  person  may  stop  in  inclement  weather  to  secure 
warmth  or  shelter,  to  secure  information,  to  relieve  the  wants  of  nature, 
or  to  obtain  rest.  No  substitute  for  these  things  is  offered  by  those  who 
favor  their  destruction.  The  church  doors  are  closed  except  during  service. 
The  merchant  does  not  favor  the  presence  of  persons  who  come  in  only  to 
obtain  rest  or  to  avoid  storm  or  inclement  weather.  He  does  not  furnish 
seats  in  which  they  can  rest,  and  in  no  wise  invites  their  presence.  The 
saloon  affords  all  of  these,  and  it  is  not  obligatory  upon  the  individual,  taking 
these  advantages,  to  purchase  anything  or  spend  any  money.  It  is  looked 
upon  as  a  privilege  which  the  public  may  enjoy. 

Remedies. 

“In  addition  to  the  suggestions  heretofore  made,  we  would  urge  that 
the  local  authorities  refuse  license  to  all  places  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  in  saloons  where  liquors  are  served  in  private  apartments,  private 
rooms,  stalls,  or  behind  screens,  requiring  that  all  saloons  licensed  to  sell 
liquor  be  one  open  room  where  all  persons  may  be  seen  by  each  other.  We 
would  recommend  the  refusal  to  license  men  who  permit  or  tolerate  the 
presence  of  minors,  of  either  sex,  in  their  saloons  or  places  of  business  un¬ 
accompanied  by  their  parents,  and  what  we  mean  by  presence  is  resorting 
to  and  lounging  about  in  such  places,  and  not  the  mere  technical  presence. 
We  would  recommend  that  no  license  be  granted  to  any  person  who  sells  or 
permits  to  be  sold  to  any  one  intoxicated  or  bordering  upon  intoxication, 
liquors  of  any  kind.  We  would  recommend  that  no  license  be  granted  to  a 
person  who  conducts,  in  connection  with  his  saloon,  dances  or  a  dancing  hall. 
We  would  recommend  that  in  all  those  saloons  over  which  the  manufacturer 
has  control,  the  discontinuance  of  all  artifices  or  inducements  to  attract 
trade  and  customers  such  as  music  or  mechanical  devices  showing  pictures 
or  musical  instruments  playing  popular  airs.  We  would  suggest  the  refusal 
to  license  saloons  connected  with  concerts,  so-called.  There  is  a  clear  dis¬ 
tinction  between  a  legitimate  concert,  such  as  are  held  in  turn-halls  and 
gardens,  etc., where  the  saloon  is  but  an  adjunct  to  the  concert,  and  those 
places  where  the  concert  is  an  adjunct  to  the  saloon  and  is  maintained  only 
for  the  purpose  of  attracting  trade  to  the  saloon. 

“If  some  such  remedies  are  adopted  as  we  have  here  outlined,  by  the 
local  authorities,  or  if  laws  reflecting  the  above  suggestions  are  adopted 
and  enforced,  we  believe  they  will  stem  and  turn  the  tide  of  popular  feeling 
against  the  saloon,  as  an  institution,  which  now  exists  in  the  minds  of  many.  ” 


THE  “SMOKER.” 


A  RED-LETTER  EVENT  IN  MILWAUKEE’S  SOCIAL  HISTORY- 
ABSTRACT  OF  ADDRESSES. 

Not  less  successful  than  the  Public  Meeting  was  the  “Smoker”  held 
Tuesday  evening,  June  9th,  at  the  Schlitz  Hotel  Palm  Garden.  The 
vast  and  beautiful  auditorium,  gaily  decorated  with  flags  and  bunting,  and 
ablaze  with  hundreds  of  electric  lights,  was  taxed  to  its  utmost  capacity. 
Although  admission  was  only  by  ticket  the  place  was  filled  long  before  the 
exercises  began,  and  many  were  turned  away. 

Nothing  was  wanting  to  the  cordiality  and  completeness  of  this  Mil¬ 
waukee  welcome.  The  entertainment  afforded  to  the  visiting  brewers 
was  most  hospitable  and  in  truth  establishes  a  record  in  the  history  of  such 
occasions.  Music,  song  and  eloquence,  all  permeated  with  the  kindness  and 
good-fellowship  so  characteristic  of  the  German-American,  contributed  to 
render  the  meeting  enjoyable  and  one  that  reflects  unfading  honor  upon  the 
social  spirit  of  Milwaukee. 

A  memorable  incident  and  one  that  created  great  enthusiasm  was  the 
singing  of  “The  Star  Spangled  Banner”  in  chorus  by  the  immense  audience. 

Mr.  Aug.  S.  Lindemann  acquitted  himself  as  Chairman  with  peculiar 
felicity,  and  excellent  speeches  were  made  by  Ex-Governor  Peck,  Mayor 
Rose,  President  Liebmann,  Mr.  Wm.  Hamm,  Mr.  Rudolf  Brand,  Mr.  E.  J. 
Renner,  probation  officer  of  the  Juvenile  Court  of  Cincinnati,  Mr.  Robert 
Crain,  and  others.  Lack  of  space  denies  us  the  pleasure  of  giving  the  several 
addresses  in  full,  but  we  hope  to  be  able  to  make  use  of  the  good  literature 
thus  provided  in  another  form. 

PRESIDENT  LIEBMANN  TOASTED. 

Early  in  the  proceedings  the  Chairman  proposed  a  toast  to  Mr.  Julius 
Liebmann,  President  of  the  United  States  Brewers’  Association.  The  toast 
was  drunk  standing  amid  great  enthusiasm,  the  audience  singing  Hoch  sallen 
sie  leben.  In  response  Mr.  Liebmann  said: 

“Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen,  I  am  glad  to  take  the  hint  of  your 
Chairman  to  be  brief,  but  I  welcome  this  opportunity  to  say  once  more  to 
the  brewers  of  Milwaukee  that  we  thank  you  for  the  spirit  which  you  have 
infused  into  this  Convention.  If  anything  can  excel  the  quality  of  Mil¬ 
waukee  beer,  it  is  Milwaukee  hospitality,  and  if  anything  can  excel  Milwaukee 
hospitality  it  is  the  liberality  of  the  Milwaukee  spirit,  as  evidenced  by  the 
remarks  this  morning  of  your  Mayor,  the  Hon.  David  S.  Rose. 

“We  brewers  are  told  that  we  must  not  go  into  politics,  but  I  venture  to 
say  that  if  this  were  a  convention  of  delegates  of  a  political  party,  Mayor 
Rose  would  receive  the  unanimous  vote  of  the  Convention  for  the  highest 
office  they  could  bestow.  ( Cheers  and  Applause). 
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“There  have  been  brewers’  conventions  before  this  and  there  will  be 
many  more  after  this;  but  from  to-day’s  proceedings  it  is  evident  that  this 
one  is  to  be  the  most  successful  in  the  history  of  such  meetings.  And  the 
credit  for  that  is  largely  due  to  the  Entertainment  Committee  and  the 
brewers  of  Milwaukee  whom  they  represent.  Again  I  thank  you,  gentlemen.  ’ ’ 

PECK  ON  PROHIBITION. 

Ex-Governor  Peck’s  speech  dealt  chiefly  with  some  amusing  recent 
experiences  of  his  in  the  so-called  Prohibition  States.  He  said  in  part: 

“I  am  very  proud  to  be  invited  to  speak  to  this  aggregation  of  wealth 
and  good  nature  and  good  men.  I  only  wish  that  I  could  take  all  of  this 
crowd  down  through  the  South  and  let  the  Prohibitionists  see  that  brewers 
are  not  all  men  weighing  400  pounds  and  full  of  beer.  The  young  men 
mostly  are  the  brewers  of  to-day,  and  they  will  size  up  with  any  Prohibitionist 
on  the  face  of  God’s  earth,  for  intelligence  and  everything  that  goes  with  it. 
I  have  been  for  the  last  six  weeks  through  the  southern  States,  many  of  them, 
to  find  out  how  long  it  would  take  a  dry  man  to  get  wet  ( laughter )  and  I  find 
that  you  can  get  very  damp  in  the  driest  States  in  the  Union  in  a  very  few 
minutes.  There  is  no  State  that  I  have  been  in,  however  dry  it  may  be, 
but  what,  by  touching  a  button  or  giving  the  grand  hailing  sign  of  distress, 
they  will  come  running  to  you  with  something  to  drink.  That  is  true  in 
regard  to  the  Prohibition  portions  of  Kentucky,  of  Tennessee,  of  Georgia, 
of  Alabama.  In  dear  old  Mississippi  all  you  have  to  do  is  to  collar  the  first 
colored  woman  you  see  on  the  street  and  you  will  find  that  she  has  a  Mother 
Hubbard  that  covers  a  multitude  of  sins  and  a  skirt  with  more  bottles  in  it 
than  there  are  in  a  drug  store  generally,  and  for  twenty-five  cents  she  will 
produce  the  goods. 

“In  New  Orleans  you  can  get  anything  because  that  is  open  and  wet, 
but  if  you  go  to  the  upper  part  of  the  State  you  have  to  take  it  with  you  from 
New  Orleans,  which  everybody  has  learned  to  do  and  everybody  does. 

“In  Texas,  the  grand  old  State  which  made  the  country  famous,  as 
Milwaukee  has  been  made  famous,  you  can  get  anything  anywhere,  if  you 
look  sober;  and  I  advise  everybody  who  goes  there  to  try  to  look  sober. 
I  learned  it  in  Alabama,  and  I  could  look  sober  in  any  State  in  the  Union 
after  that. 

“Texas  is  pretty  wet,  but  there  are  dry  spots  in  it  where  you  have  to 
take  it  with  you  or  make  a  sign.  If  you  make  a  sign  you  get  it.  You  pro¬ 
duce  the  money  and  everything  comes  from  the  same  bottle. 

“In  Oklahoma,  dear  Oklahoma,  that  is  the  driest  State  that  I  found, 
and  yet  everybody  that  I  saw  had  plenty. 

“In  Kansas — Kansas  always  makes  me  laugh  when  my  lips  are  chapped 
— in  Kansas,  the  driest  State,  where  every  man,  woman  and  child  is  a  Pro¬ 
hibitionist,  you  can  get  almost  anything  you  want  at  the  drug  store ;  but  the 
people  of  Kansas,  the  men,  women  and  children  have  been  brought  up  to 
look  down  upon  the  man  who  smells  of  liquor  as  one  who  should  be  sent  to  the 
penitentiary,  and  the  young  men  of  Kansas  seem  to  have  no  ambition  except 
to  chew  cloves  all  the  time,  to  disguise  the  smell  of  drink. 


149 


“About  twenty  years  ago  there  was  an  old  brewer  in  this  city  whom  we 
all  loved.  The  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic  came  here  on  their  annual 
outing,  and  there  were  seats  put  on  the  lake  front  for  30,000  or  40,000  men 
to  see  the  naval  battle  down  there,  and  they  were  going  to  charge  the  soldiers 
for  those  seats.  Of  course  those  old  men  had  spent  a  great  deal  of  their 
money,  they  could  not  afford  to  pay  for  the  seats,  and  this  brewer  went  into 
the  meeting  of  the  association  that  was  doing  the  hard  work,  and  asked  how 
much  it  would  cost  for  all  of  the  seats  on  the  lake  front,  and  they  told  him 
it  would  be  $15,000.  ‘Well,’  he  said,  ‘I  will  send  you  a  check  in  the  morning, 
and  you  give  the  old  soldiers  those  seats,  and  if  you  need  any  more  money  I 
will  send  it  down.’  You  may  be  sure  there  were  three  cheers  for  this  fine  old 
gentleman,  Captain  Pabst,  whom  we  all  esteem  as  one  of  the  best  men 
that  God  ever  made.”  (Applause). 

THE  AMERICAN  SALOON. 

Speaking  on  American  and  European  saloons  Mr.  Rudolf  Brand  of 
Chicago  said  in  part : 

“Americans  returning  from  abroad  generally  compare  the  European 
saloon  with  the  American,  much  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  latter.  I  have 
often  heard  it  said  that  if  we  had  such  saloons  and  beer  gardens  as  we  see  in 
Germany,  in  France  and  in  Switzerland,  there  would  be  no  opposition  to 
them.  There  we  see  women  and  children  in  those  places,  and  no  disturbance 
and  no  drunkenness  of  any  kind.  These  observations  are  quite  true,  but 
in  spite  of  that  every  law  and  regulation  passed  in  this  country  tends  to 
remove  the  character  of  the  American  saloon  further  from  that  of  the  Euro¬ 
pean  saloon.  (Applause). 

“I  refer,  for  instance,  to  a  State  law  in  Iowa,  by  which  tables  and  chairs 
are  forbidden  in  saloons  and  the  recently  passed  ordinances  in  Lincoln, 
Nebraska,  where  the  saloons  have  to  close  at  seven  o’clock  at  night.  Such 
laws  as  these  destroy  the  social  feature  of  the  saloon,  the  poor  man’s  club, 
and  gives  place  to  those  saloons  where  drinks  have  to  be  hurriedly  gulped 
down,  and  intemperance  encouraged. 

“The  large  majority  of  the  men  engaged  in  the  saloon  business  in  this 
country  are  good  men  and  good  citizens,  and  if  the  American  saloon  is  so 
much  inferior  to  the  European  saloon,  the  fault  lies  not  alone  with  the  per¬ 
sonality  of  the  men  engaged  in  the  business,  but  it  must  be,  to  a  large  extent, 
attributable  to  the  system. 

“The  men  engaged  in  the  saloon  business  in  the  countries  I  have  men¬ 
tioned  apply  to  the  Government  for  a  concession  for  which  they  pay  a  small 
amount,  and  after  the  business  has  been  established,  the  saloon  keeper 
receives  the  same  protection  that  any  other  line  of  business  does.  If  a  man 
engages  in  the  saloon  business  in  this  country,  he  first  applies  to  the  Federal 
Government  for  a  permit,  for  which  he  pays  his  money,  but  he  is  not  even 
promised  protection.  Then  he  is  turned  over  to  the  State,  and  the  State 
exacts  another  license,  imposes  more  laws  and  regulations,  and  turns  him 
over  to  the  municipal  government.  There  he  has  more  taxes  to  pay,  more 
laws  to  comply  with,  and  more  regulations,  and  after  he  is  finally  established 
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a  certain  distance  away  from  a  church  or  school  or  a  residence,  he  is  then 
turned  over  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the  politicians.  His  critics  tell  him  to 
stay  out  of  politics,  but  self-protection  compels  him  to  engage  in 
politics.  He  is  the  highest  taxpayer  in  the  land  and  receives  the 
least  protection. 

“Now,  if  I  were  asked  the  question,  ‘What  shall  and  can  be  done  in 
order  to  elevate  or  raise  the  American  saloon  to  the  same  standard  as  the 
European  saloon,’  I  would  say,  ‘First  eliminate  the  influence  of  the  cranks 
and  fanatics,  the  professional  agitators  and  reformers, — because  God  help 
the  country  that  has  come  under  their  rule.’  Secondly,  I  would  say,  let 
every  saloon  license  be  a  certificate  of  good  character,  as  it  is  in  the  European 
countries.  {Applause).  Let  no  saloon  license  be  a  screen  behind  which 
to  hide  gambling  and  other  immoral  practices.  Then  put  the  saloon  on  a 
reasonable  legal  basis  and  give  it  the  same  protection  that  any  other  business 
enjoys. 

“Gentlemen,  if  these  conditions  were  to  prevail  here,  the  American 
saloon  would  compare  favorably  with  the  European  saloon,  and  to  bring 
about  these  reforms  the  brewers  of  this  country  should  pledge  their  unquali¬ 
fied  support.” 

MR.  HAMM  ON  ORGANIZATION. 

Mr.  William  Hamm  of  St.  Paul,  speaking  on  the  subject  of  “Organiza¬ 
tion,”  said  among  other  things: 

“I  regret  to  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  until  the  last  year  or  two,  the 
brewers  in  the  respective  States  have  not  been  awake  to  the  necessity  of 
organized  effort  to  protect  their  business  from  the  onslaughts  of  those  who 
have  continually  and  persistently  worked  with  the  end  in  view  of  wiping 
them  out  altogether.  The  United  States  Brewers’  Association  has  done 
excellent  work  in  the  field  so  far  as  it  could  be  covered  in  a  national  way, 
but  the  State  associations  have  been  weak,  with  few  exceptions,  and  in  some 
instances  there  have  been  none  at  all.  Within  the  past  twelve  months 
particular  attention  has  been  paid  to  the  organization  of  State  brewers, 
and  I  want  to  congratulate  the  brewers  of  the  country  upon  the  manner  in 
which  they  have  recognized  the  necessity  and  the  benefits  of  this  class  of 
organization  work. 

“The  brewer  must  be  ready  to  cooperate  with  his  fellow  brewers.  He 
must  dismiss  from  his  mind  the  question  of  individual  benefit  or  loss.  He 
must  be  willing  to  cooperate  with  his  fellow  brewers  for  the  betterment  of 
trade  conditions,  for  the  wiping  out  of  the  so-called  disreputable  saloon. 
He  must  do  this  irrespective  of  whether  in  a  policy  of  that  kind  he  will  lose 
a  larger  percentage  of  trade  than  his  neighbor,  or  irrespective  of  the  policy 
whether  he  will  lose  any  trade  at  all.  He  must  be  broad  enough  to  overlook, 
for  the  purpose  of  the  general  good,  the  question  as  to  whether  his  action 
will  mean  temporary  loss,  either  in  profit  or  trade.  He  must  be  broad 
enough  to  recognize  that  the  results  in  this  case  cannot  be  measured  by 
dollars  and  cents,  but  by  the  final  . benefits  accruing  from  the  approval  of 
the  public. 
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"Now,  mind  you,  I  do  not  admit  that  the  brewer  is  responsible  in  the 
measure  or  degree  in  which  the  public  seems  to  hold  him,  for  what  is  termed 
abuses  in  the  saloon  business.  The  American  saloon  is  an  American  in¬ 
stitution,  for  the  general  character  of  which  the  American  public  is  at  least 
to  some  extent  responsible,  and  it  cannot  be  successfully  changed  without 
the  cooperation  of  that  public.  I  admit  that  competition  among  brewers  has 
forced  into  existence  an  excessive  number  of  saloons,  and  that  because  of 
that  excess  and  competition,  perhaps  a  certain  percentage  of  the  abuses 
laid  at  the  door  of  the  saloon  may  be  charged  to  the  brewer,  but  whether 
he  is  responsible  or  not,  the  public,  particularly  the  press  of  this  country, 
has  assumed  that  he  is,  and  has  forced  upon  him  the  necessity  of  taking 
a  portion  of  the  responsibility,  whether  guilty  or  not.  Organization  and 
cooperation  particularly  must  be  had  among  brewers  if  that  responsibility 
is  to  be  met  by  any  effective  action.  It  must  be  apparent  to  everybody 
that  very  little  can  be  accomplished  by  the  individual  brewer,  unless  those 
in  the  same  line,  covering  the  same  territory,  cooperate  with  the  same 
purpose  in  view. 

Anti-Saloon  League  Tactics. 

“The  Anti-Saloon  League  persistently  and  positively  never  deviates 
from  its  aim,  and  its  policy  has  absolutely  fixed  that  aim  and  object  in  view. 
So  far  as  the  public  is  concerned,  that  aim  and  object  is  expressed  in  their 
slogan,  ‘The  Saloon  Must  Go,’  but  those  of  us  who  know,  and  who  have 
followed  their  work,  know  that  their  aim  and  object  is  but  one  thing,  Pro¬ 
hibition,  not  only  upon  the  statute  books,  but  actual  Prohibition  to  the 
individual;  the  wiping  out  not  only  of  the  saloon,  but  the  right  to  sell  in  any 
form,  under  any  conditions,  the  right  to  manufacture,  and  the  right  of  in¬ 
dividual  comsumption;  Prohibition  not  only  in  towns,  cities  or  villages, 
county,  State,  or  group  of  States,  but  Prohibition  national. 

"They  have  shrewdly  at  all  times  played  upon  the  prejudice  of  a  large 
part  of  the  people  who  have  criticized  the  manner  of  distribution  through 
the  saloon  as  it  exists  to-day — a  large  part  of  the  people  who,  if  the  question 
whether  they  should  be  permitted  to  indulge  in  intoxicating  liquors  was 
submitted  to  them,  would  positively  vote  against  the  Anti-Saloon  League 
and  its  objects.  They  very  cunningly  are  continually  asserting  that 
the  public  should  have  the  right  to  determine  whether  saloons  should  be 
permitted  or  not.  On  the  face  of  it,  that  is  all  they  ask.  They  are  con¬ 
tinually  pounding  for  the  recognition  of  optional  legislation.  Their  position 
is  entirely  governed  by  what  has  been  accomplished,  and  what  is  yet  to  be 
accomplished,  with  the  ultimate  object  and  end  in  view,  Prohibition.  Where 
low  license  exists,  they  want  high  license.  Where  high  license  exists,  they 
want  local  option  by  towns  and  villages.  Where  local  option  exists,  they 
want  county  option.  And  where  county  option  exists,  they  want  statutory 
Prohibition.  Where  statutory  Prohibition  exists,  they  want  constitutional 
Prohibition,  and  as  soon  as  State  Prohibition  is  accomplished,  they  want 
National  Prohibition.  They  are  absolutely  opposed  to  regulation.  They  are 
in  favor  of  nothing  which  will  better  saloon  conditions,  which  would  do 
away  with  the  abuses  which  they  claim  exist  in  the  saloon  traffic.  They 
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are  for  extermination  purely  and  simply,  and  being  for  extermination,  they 
want  the  saloon  to  be  conducted  with  as  little  regulation  as  possible,  so  that 
because  of  a  lack  of  regulation  abuses  may  spring  up  which  they  can  take 
advantage  of  to  accomplish  their  end, — extermination. 

The  Game  of  “  Option.” 

“They  make  a  great  deal  of  the  word  ‘Option’.  Option  means  the 
right,  power  or  liberty  of  choosing,  the  exercise  of  such  right,  power  or 
liberty.  They  are  continually  appealing,  as  I  said,  to  the  people  that  all 
they  ask  for  is  that  the  people  shall  pass  upon  this  question.  Local  option, 
which  is  real  option,  means  that  the  people  of  towns  and  villages  shall  pass 
upon  this  question,  shall  pass  upon  the  question  of  whether  saloons  shall  be 
permitted  in  the  respective  communities.  That  is  the  true  application  of 
home-rule,  and  against  it,  if  that  was  the  end  to  be  attained,  very  little 
would  probably  be  said,  but  under  the  subterfuge  of  extending  that  right, 
they  pass  from  local  option  to  county  option. 

“  It  is  not  their  solicitude  for  the  welfare  of  the  rural  voter,  but  positively 
only  the  belief,  backed  by  experience,  that  the  farmer  in  the  county  outside 
of  the  local  municipalities  is  more  apt  to  vote  dry  than  the  voter  in  the 
cities  and  villages.  Hence,  the  desire  for  county  option.  Simply  a  question 
of  getting  sufficient  votes  to  wipe  out  the  votes  in  the  towns  and  villages. 
They  say  the  maj  ority  should  rule.  U nder  county  option,  which  must  absolutely 
be  called  county  Prohibition,  because  of  the  result  which  they  attempt  to 
obtain,  if  a  county  votes  dry,  so  licenses  can  be  issued.  If  the  county, 
however,  votes  wet,  every  village,  city  and  town  retains  its  right  to  vote  dry, 
notwithstanding  there  may  be  a  large  majority  in  the  county  for  the  wet  side. 
If  a  county  should  give  a  majority  for  saloons  at  the  general  election,  every 
town,  city  and  village  in  the  county  can,  notwithstanding  this,  submit  the 
question  to  its  own  people  again  as  to  whether  saloons  shall  exist  in  the  town 
or  village,  and  if  the  majority  is  against  saloons,  in  villages  no  saloons  can 
exist,  notwithstanding  the  wet  county.  If  in  the  election  in  any  county 
a  town  or  village  should  vote  unanimously  in  favor  of  license,  and  the  county 
at  large,  however,  should  go  dry,  no  licenses  can  be  granted.  It  simply 
means  this :  Ask  for  a  vote  in  the  county  because  you  can  make  the  county 
dry  by  getting  the  rural  vote.  If  the  county  goes  dry,  you  clean  out  every 
saloon  in  the  county.  If  the  county  goes  wet,  you  have  still  the  chance  to 
clean  out  every  saloon  in  every  one  of  the  villages  and  cities  under  local 
option.  You  lose  nothing,  and  you  are  liable  to  gain  everything.  It  is  a 
jug-handled  affair.  If  the  county  votes  dry,  majority  rules.  If  the  county 
votes  wet,  majority  does  not  rule. 

“The  next  step  in  the  Anti-Saloon  program  after  State  Prohibition,  is 
individual  Prohibition,  Prohibition  against  individual  consumption  by  law. 
Are  the  people  of  this  country  who  are  not  interested  in  the  traffic  in  any 
way,  shape  or  form,  but  who  believe  that  they  should  be  entitled  to  the  right 
and  privilege  of  freedom  in  choice  of  their  action,  so  long  as  they  do  not 
interfere  with  the  welfare  of  the  public  at  large,  ready  to  give  up  their  in¬ 
dividual  manhood  and  self-respect,  and  to  say  that  they  cannot  be  trusted 
with  the  right  to  consume  a  glass  of  beer,  if  they  so  choose,  and  that  the 
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government  of  this  country  must  enact  laws  to  protect  them  against  them¬ 
selves  on  this  question ?  I  am  absolutely  satisfied  that  a  large  majority  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  if  this  question  could  be  submitted  to  them 
in  the  direct  form  ‘Shall  you  be  permitted  to  consume  or  use  intoxicating 
liquors  in  any  form,  or  at  anytime  or  place?’  would  settle  this  question 
once  and  for  all  by  a  decisive  majority  in  favor  of  the  retention  of  the  right 
to  do  as  they  individually  pleased.” 

MAYOR  ROSE  ON  MILWAUKEE. 

After  some  selections  by  the  Milwaukee  Maennerchor  which  were 
splendidly  given  and  heartily  enjoyed,  Mayor  Rose  was  introduced  and  made 
an  eloquent  speech  following  the  general  lines  of  his  address  before  the  Con¬ 
vention.  In  conclusion  he  said: 

“You  have  asked  me  to  tell  you  how  we  maintain  the  excellent 
good  order  that  prevails  in  our  city.  I  can  account  for  it  by  the 
fact  that  we  have  a  people  in  Milwaukee  who  know  the  difference 
between  liberty  and  license,  and  regulate  their  conduct  accordingly.  ( Ap¬ 
plause ). 

“Look  at  our  beautiful  women — -our  sturdy,  broad-shouldered  men, 
with  heads  erect,  full  of  that  civic  pride  that  has  made  Milwaukee  the  magni¬ 
ficent  city  that  she  is,  and  ninety-nine  per  cent,  of  them  drink  beer.  They 
have  found  no  harm  in  it  and  seldom  indeed  do  they  drink  to  excess.  When¬ 
ever  you  find  a  drunken  man  upon  our  streets  it  is  even  money  that  he  is 
some  fellow  from  some  Prohibition  section  of  the  State  come  down  to  Mil¬ 
waukee.  Make  an  aggressive  warfare.  History  stands  behind  you  to 
vindicate  you.  The  experiences  of  mankind  corroborate  you.  You  have 
nothing  to  excuse.  I  am  here  to  say  that  this  last  Milwaukee  campaign 
was  won  squarely  upon  the  issues.  Even  further  than  that,  there  was  no 
fear  of  immediate  Prohibition  in  Milwaukee,  but  there  were  open  threats 
made  that  they  would  close  Milwaukee  on  Sunday,  that  they  would  close 
Milwaukee  at  night,  and  we  said  to  them,  ‘You  shall  not  close  Milwaukee 
on  Sunday,  we  will  not  give  you  a  landing  step  in  the  corporate  Emits  of 
our  city.’  {Applause).  And  why,  pray  you?  Ninety- five  thousand  of  the 
people  of  Milwaukee  are  employed  for  six  days  of  the  week  in  secular  labor, 
in  the  manufacturing  industries  of  our  city.  Forty  thousand  more  are  em¬ 
ployed  in  our  wholesale  jobbing  and  retail  houses  and  offices.  This  magnif¬ 
icent  army  of  upright,  sober,  respectable,  orderly  men  must  have  some  day 
for  recreation  and  it  has  been  our  custom  here,  from  the  moment  of  our 
organization  down  to  the  present,  to  make  Sunday  the  laboring  man’s 
holiday.” 


BREWERS  AID  IN  LAW  ENFORCEMENT. 

Mr.  E.  J.  Renner,  of  the  Cincinnati  Juvenile  Court,  followed  in  a 
thoughtful  address,  in  the  course  of  which  he  said: 

“In  addition  to  a  limited  number  of  salaried  probation  officers  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  law  of  Ohio,  the  Court  may  appoint  other  fit  and  willing 
persons  who  shall  serve  without  compensation,  and  these  officers  are  vested 


154 


with  all  the  powers  of  sheriffs  to  make  arrests,  serve  process  and  perform 
other  incidental  duties.  It  has  been  my  pleasure  to  be  associated  by  such 
appointment  with  Messrs.  Percy  Andrae,  Louis  J.  Hauck  and  Ferd.  Wetterer, 
three  representative  brewers  and  business  men  of  Cincinnati,  than  whom 
none  stand  higher  in  the  community  for  known  honor  and  integrity.  As 
volunteers  and  willing  aids  to  the  co*urt,  it  has  been  our  province  to  aid  it  in 
enforcing  the  law,  particularly  in  reference  to  violations  by  saloon  keepers 
who  sell  to  minors,  and  we  have  kept  in  step  with  that  reform  movement 
begun  in  brewing  circles  to  wipe  out  the  saloon  keeper  who  sells  to  minors, 
to  habitual  drunkards,  and  who  has  gambling  and  prostitution  connected 
with  his  place  of  business. 

“  Excesses  caused  by  ignorance,  poverty  and  the  frailty  of  human  nature 
exist  among  saloonists  as  among  other  classes  of  the  community,  and  it  is 
these  excesses  which  tend  to  bring  the  business  into  public  contempt  and 
disrepute.  It  is  conceded  that  no  more  effective  instruments  of  law  and 
order  can  be  had  than  a  selection  of  such  instruments  from  among  the  high- 
minded  brewers,  of  whom  there  are  many.  With  men  of  this  character, 
it  has  been  my  good  fortune  to  be  associated  in  bringing  to  the  bar  of  justice 
offenders  charged  with  aiding,  causing,  encouraging  and  contributing  to  the 
delinquency  and  neglect  of  minors.  The  subject  of  the  future  of  our  boys 
and  girls  is  one  near  to  the  heart  of  every  man  and  woman,  and  I  may  say 
to  you  that  my  respected  associates  have  by  their  conduct  as  probation 
officers  amply  refuted  that  damnable  lie  that  those  in  charge  of  the  brewing 
and  liquor  interests  encourage  the  cultivation  of  an  appetite  for  drinking  in 
the  young. 

“The  results  our  committee  has  been  able  to  accomplish  have  been 
gratifying.  In  the  early  course  of  our  appointment,  before  our  powers  or 
the  nature  of  the  law  were  fully  understood,  a  number  of  cases  were  personally 
prosecuted  by  us  in  court,  but  in  the  last  few  months  not  a  single  case  has 
come  under  our  observation  nor  has  a  single  complaint  been  made  against 
a  saloonkeeper  on  the  charge  of  contributing  to  the  delinquency  of  minors. 
This  gratifying  experience  illustrates  that  the  saloon  keeper  is,  in  the  main,  as 
law-abiding  as  any  other  class,  and  it  may  be  stated  generally  that  saloons 
controlled  or  operated  by  brewers  have  been  free  from  objectionable  features 
and  guiltless  of  such  violations.” 

THE  BATTLE  IN  CONGRESS. 

Mr.  Robert  Crain,  the  General  Counsel  of  the  United  States  Brewers’ 
Association,  spoke  briefly  but  effectively  on  the  “National  Aspect  of  the 
Prohibition  Campaign.” 

After  paying  high  compliment  to  Mayor  Rose  and  to  the  City  of  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Mr.  Crain  said: 

“I  have  been  requested  to  say  in  five  minutes  something  upon  the 
National  aspect  of  the  great  question  that  confronts  you.  That  is  almost  an 
impossibility.  I  can  only  say  that  those  who  have  been  engaged  in  this 
warfare  of  extermination  against  the  great  brewing  industry  have  carried  their 
battle  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  that  the  common  enemy 
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has  been  met  there  in  the  way  that  your  Mayor  pointed  out  they  should  be 
met, — face  to  face,  looking  them  squarely  between  the  eyes.  When  one 
hundred  bills  aimed  at  our  great  industry  have  been  presented  in  every  Con¬ 
gress,  the  disadvantages  of  the  enactment  of  such  laws  have  been  explained 
to  the  Congressmen  of  the  United  States,  and  a  sufficient  number  of  them 
have  had  the  courage  to  turn  down  and  trample  under  foot  every  single  one 
of  those  nefarious  measures. 

“A  distinguished  publicist,  coming  from  the  great  Empire  State  of  New 
York,  spoke  to  us  in  the  public  meeting  this  afternoon,  and  among  other 
truths  that  he  told,  he  said  that  the  men  who  had  helped  to  make  the  history 
of  the  world  had  been  men  who  indulged  in  malted  drinks  and  light  wines.  I 
have  taken  occasion  to  examine  the  messages  of  the  Presidents  of  the  United 
States  from  George  Washington  down  to  Theodore  Roosevelt, — starting 
with  Washington,  with  Madison,  with  Jefferson,  with  the  Adamses,  with 
Monroe,  and  coming  along  to  Van  Buren,  Lincoln,  Grover  Cleveland  and 
Theodore  Roosevelt, — and  I  find  a  blank  page  as  to  the  drink  question — 
not  a  single  one  of  those  great  Presidents  has  ever  written  a  line  or  uttered  a 
syllable  against  the  right  of  the  American  citizen  to  drink  how  and  when  and 
what  he  desired. 

“When  you  go  into  any  legislative  body  in  any  of  the  forty-six  States 
of  this  Union  and  meet  face  to  face  the  representative  of  the  Anti-Saloon 
League,  think  about  who  he  is,  and  then  wonder  why  in  God’s  name  it  never 
occurred  to  anyone  of  the  men  who  wrote  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  or  framed  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  or  filled  the  office  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  made  this  country  what  it  is, — wonder 
that  none  of  those  men  ever  said  a  word  about  prohibiting  the  American 
citizen  from  indulging  in  malt  liquors  and  light  wines,  and  that  it  was  left 
to  a  handful  of  unknown  creatures  to  endeavor  to  regulate  the  morals  of  the 
greatest  people  of  the  greatest  country  on  God’s  green  earth.  (Applause) . 

“Last  evening  while  riding  with  one  of  the  members  of  your  Association 
along  the  beautiful  highways  of  the  city,  we  passed  one  of  the  National 
Soldiers’  Homes.  The  gate  was  closed  because  the  hour  was  late,  but  within 
those  walls  were  the  old  soldiers,  and  I,  who  for  the  last  eight  years,  once 
a  year,  have  listened  in  the  halls  of  Congress  to  the  vile  vituperations  of  a 
set  of  demagogues, — although  few  in  number, — charging  that  these  old  men 
were  drunkards  and  could  not  be  trusted  with  a  glass  of  beer, — I  felt  ashamed 
of  the  cowardice  of  some  men  in  public  life.  Just  think  of  it,  those  old  and 
decrepit  men,  past  seventy  years  of  age,  with  wives,  children,  kindred  gone, 
and  they  cannot  be  trusted  to  take  a  glass  of  beer  within  their  refuge  and 
under  the  flag  which  they  followed  forty  years  ago.  Gentlemen,  I  only  state 
this  as  an  instance  of  what  a  handful  of  demagogues  can  do  in  political 
warfare. 

“  I  have  never  yet  met  a  man — and  this  is  a  truthful  statement — I  have 
never  yet  met  a  man,  in  Congress  or  out,  who  did  not  say  that  it  was  a  shame 
to  close  the  canteens  in  the  soldiers’  homes,  but  I  have  seen  240  men  hang 
their  heads  in  shame  and  walk  like  cattle  to  the  scales  because  the  Anti- 
Saloon  League  had  threatened  them  with  political  extermination  at  home.” 
(Applause). 
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This  concluded  the  formal  speech-making  and  the  Chairman  called  for 
a  toast  to  Secretary  Hugh  F.  Fox  of  the  United  States  Brewers’  Association, 
which  was  given  with  great  heartiness.  Mr.  Fox  responded  briefly  but 
happily,  and  the  evening’s  exercises  came  to  a  close. 


SUPPLEMENTARY. 

The  Convention  arrangements  in  the  hands  of  the  various  local  com¬ 
mittees  were  admirably  carried  out.  Messrs.  Gustave  Becherer,  August  S. 
Lindemann  and  L.  L.  Caufy  acted  as  an  Entertainment  Committee  for  the 
Milwaukee  Brewers’  Association,  and  the  Reception  Committee  was  made  up 
as  follows : 

Pabst  Brewing  Company — Col.  Gustave  Pabst,  Charles  W.  Henning, 
Henry  J.  Stark.  Joseph  Schlitz  Brewing  Company — Joseph  E.  Uihlein, 
Henry  Uihlein,  William  Uihlein,  Oscar  Schmidt,  Sol.  E.  Abrams,  John  B. 
Zaun.  Val.  Blatz  Brewing  Company — Albert  C.  Blatz,  Valentine  Blatz, 
John  Kremer,  Hugo  Altschwager.  Fred  Miller  Brewing  Company — Ernst 
G.  Miller,  Emil  P.  Miller,  William  Strauss.  Jung  Brewing  Company — Phil. 
Jung.  Cream  City  Brewing  Company — Adolph  H.  Meyer,  Rudolph  Witt- 
mann,  George  F.  Gerlach,  Martin  J.  Fischbach.  Gettelman  Brewing  Com¬ 
pany — William  A.  Gettelman,  Adam  Gettelman,  Martin  L.  Schultz,  William 
Marx.  Milwaukee- Waukesha  Brewing  Company — August  S.  Lindemann, 
Charles  Manegold,  Jr.  Schoenhofen  Brewing  Company — August  R.  Kraut. 
Milwaukee  Brewery  Company — Gustave  Becherer. 

Representatives  of  the  Allied  Trades  met  in  Milwaukee  during  the  Con¬ 
vention  and  formed  an  association  to  be  known  as  the  United  States  Manu¬ 
facturers  and  Merchants ’  League.  Mr.  George  J.  Obermann  of  New  York, 
a  former  president  and  now  an  honorary  president  of  the  United  States 
Brewers’  Association,  was  chosen  president  of  the  new  organization.  Mr. 
Cooper  Lyon  of  Chicago,  was  elected  secretary,  and  Mr.  Henry  Rickel  of 
Detroit,  treasurer.  The  League  will  devote  its  efforts  specially  to  combating 
the  Prohibition  movement  throughout  the  country. 

Section  meetings  of  the  officers  of  State  and  local  brewers’  associations 
and  also  of  Dealers’  Organizations  and  Liberty  Leagues  were  held  at  the 
Hotel  Pfister,  and  plans  were  perfected  for  unifying  and  coordinating  their 
work. 
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California,  Georgia,  Illinois 


No.  68,163. 

THE  MATHIE  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Registered  March  10,  1908,  Los  Angeles, 
Cal. 


Serial  No.  28,838. 


No.  66,089. 

UNION  BREWING  &  MALTING 
COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  November  5,  1907,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Cal. 

Serial  No.  1 1,491. 


No.  67,396. 

FLORIDA  FRUIT  OIL  &  EX¬ 
TRACT  COMPANY. 
CARBONATED  HOP  DRINKS. 
Registered  February  4,  1908,  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

^HOP- 

^HEER 

Serial  No.  30,597. 


No.  64,467. 

BORCHERDT  MALT  EXTRACT 
COMPANY. 

CERTAIN  MALT  PREPARATIONS. 
Registered  August  6,  1907,  Chicago,  Ill. 

BORCHERDT’S 

Serial  No.  20,908. 


No.  64,481. 

BORCHERDT  MALT  EXTRACT 
COMPANY. 

MEDICINAL  MALT  PREPARATIONS, 
PLAIN  AND  MEDICATED 
MALT  EXTRACTS. 

Registered  August  6,  1907,  Chicago,  Ill. 


Serial  No.  20,906. 


No.  62,196. 

FORTUNE  BROS.  BREWING  CO. 

MALT  EXTRACT. 

Registered  April  23,  1907,  Chicago,  Ill. 


/ 

Serial  No.  22,827. 


No.  65,561. 

JOSEPH  JUNK  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Registered  October  8,  1907,  Chicago,  Ill. 


S_erial  No.  28,210. 
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Illinois,  Indiana 


No.  66,055. 

WM.  PFEIFER  BERLIN  WEISS 
BEER  COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  November  5,  1907,  Chicago, 
Ill.  Used  ten  years. 

VYEIFEKIS 

Serial  No.  27,175. 

No.  66,690. 

THE  RUEHL  BROS.  BREWING 
COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  December  24,  1907,  Chicago, 
Ill. 


Serial  No.  29,849. 


No.  67,654. 

THE  STANDARD  BREWERY. 

BEER. 

Registered  February  n,  1908,  Chicago, 
Ill. 


The  letters  being  dark  blue  and  the 
shading  gold. 

Serial  No.  30,128. 


No.  63,762. 

THE  WACKER  &  BIRK  BREW¬ 
ING  &  MALTING  COMPANY. 
MALT  TONIC. 

Registered  July  9,  1907,  Chicago,  Ill. 

4  * 

Serial  No.  26,241. 


No.  66,067. 

CENTRAL  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Registered  November  5,  1907,  East  St. 
Louis,  Ill. 


The  leaf  is  green  and  the  monogram 
red. 

Serial  No.  23,411. 


No.  62,204. 

DICK  &  BROS.  QUINCY 
BREWERY  COMPANY. 
BEER. 

Registered  April  23,  1907,  Quincy,  Ill. 


Serial  No.  21,906. 


No.  68,054. 

AMERICAN  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Registered  March  3,  1908,  Indianapolis, 
Ind. 
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Indiana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana 


No.  61,685. 

THE  INDIANAPOLIS  BREWING 
COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  April  2,  1907,  Indianapolis, 
Ind. 


No.  67,191. 

THE  NEW  SOUTH  BREWERY  & 
ICE  COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  January  21,  1908,  Middles- 
boro,  Ky. 


Serial  No.  21,620. 


No."  61,901. 

THE  INDIANAPOLIS  BREWING 
COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  April  9,  1907,  Indianapolis, 
Ind. 


PINNACLE/ 

I** 

Serial  No.  30,050. 


No.  67,192. 

THE  NEW  SOUTH  BREWERY  & 
ICE  COMPANY. 
MEDICINAL  MALT  EXTRACTS. 
Registered  January  21,  1908,  Middles- 
boro,  Ky. 


Serial  No.  21,619. 


No.  62,208. 

MUNCIE  BREWING  COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  April  23,  1907,  Muncie,  Ind. 


No.  66,661. 

THE  GEORGE  WIEDEMANN 
BREWING  COMPANY. 
BEER. 

Registered  December  17,  1907,  New¬ 
port,  Ky. 


Serial  No.  23,426. 


No.  64,148. 

NEW  ORLEANS  BREWING  CO. 

MALT  EXTRACT. 

Registered  July  23,  1907,  New  Orleans, 
La. 


Serial  No.  23,160. 
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Louisiana,  Mass.,  Michigan,  Minnesota 


No.  64,838. 

NEW  ORLEANS  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Registered  August  27,  1907,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.  Used  ten  years. 


Serial  No.  23,118. 


No.  66,070. 

FRANK  M.  DOYLE. 
COMPOUND  OF  MALT  AND  HOPS. 
Registered  November  5,  1907,  Boston, 
Mass. 

NUTRITONE 

Serial  No.  26,741. 


No.  62,165. 

A.  J.  HOUGHTON  COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  April  23,  1907,  Roxbury, 
Mass.  Used  ten  years. 

VIENNA 

Serial  No.  7,411. 


No.  68,058. 

C.  KERN  BREWING  COMPANY. 

PORTER. 

Registered  March  3,  1908,  Port  Huron, 
Mich.  Used  ten  years. 

©Icl  dominion 

Serial  No.  23,946. 


No.  68,247. 

MINNEAPOLIS  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Registered  March  17,  1908,  Minne¬ 

apolis,  Minn. 

ZUMALWEISS 

Serial  No.  31,198. 


No.  64,881. 

PURITY  BREWING  COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  August  27,  1907,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn. 


No.  65,160. 

AUGUST  SCHELL  BREWING  CO. 


MALT  TONIC. 

Registered  September  10,  1907,  New 
Ulm,  Minn. 


Serial  No.  2 1 ,493 
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Minnesota,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New  York 


No.  67,369. 

THEO.  HAMM  BREWING  CO. 

MALT  EXTRACT. 

Registered  January  28,  1908,  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 


Serial  No.  29,591. 


No.  62,540. 

M.  K.  GOETZ  BREWING  CO. 

MALT  EXTRACT. 

Registered  May  14,  1907,  St.  Joseph, 
Mo. 


Serial  No.  24,960. 


No.  64,125. 

ANHEUSER-BUSCH  BREWING 
ASSOCIATION. 

BEER. 

Registered  July  23,  1907,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Used  ten  years. 

BUDWEISER 

Serial  No.  9,773. 

No.  64,187. 

ANHEUSER-BUSCH  BREWING 
ASSOCIATION. 

PORTER. 

Registered  July  30,  1907,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 


No.  66,464. 

ANHEUSER-BUSCH  BREWING 
ASSOCIATION. 

BEER. 

Registered  December  3,  1907,  St.  Louis, 

Mo.  Used  ten  years. 


The  band  being  red. 

Serial  No.  9,766. 

No.  64,805. 

ST.  LOUIS  BREWING  ASS’N. 

BEER. 

Registered  August  20,  1907,  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 


The  feather  being  printed  in  red. 
Serial  No.  27,131. 


No.  65,168. 

LYON  &  SONS  BREWING  CO. 

BEER,  ALE,  AND  PORTER. 
Registered  September  10,  1907,  Newark, 
N.  J. 

MONARCH 

Serial  No.  2 1 ,065. 


No.  64,423. 

HINCKEL  BREWERY  COMPANY. 

LAGER-BEER  AND  PORTER.*.  , 
Registered  August  6,  1907,  Albany, 

N.  Y. 


Serial  No.  9,777. 
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New  York 


No.  61,995. 

MALT-DIASTASE  COMPANY. 

MALT  EXTRACT. 

Registered  April  16,  1907,  Brooklyn, 
N.  Y. 


Serial  No.  19,653. 


No.  65,679. 

MALTHOPINE  MANUFACTUR¬ 
ING  COMPANY. 

EXTRACT  OF  MALT  AND  HOPS. 
Registered  October  15,  1907,  Brooklyn, 
N.  Y. 

Serial  No.  17,538. 


No.  67,662. 

BEADLESTON  &  WOERZ. 

BEER,  ALE,  PORTER,  AND  STOUT. 

Registered  February  11,  1908,  New 

York,  N.  Y. 


No.  67,663. 

BEADLESTON  &  WOERZ. 

BEER,  ALE,  PORTER,  AND  STOUT. 

Registered  February  n,  1908,  New 
York.  N.  Y. 


No.  67,351. 

BEADLESTON  &  WOERZ. 
ALE,  PORTER,  LAGER-BEER,  AND 
STOUT. 

Registered  January  28,  £908,  New 

York,  N.  Y.  Used  ten  years. 


No.  67,946. 

BEADLESTON  &  WOERZ. 


BEER,  ALE,  PORTER,  AND  STOUT. 

Registered  February  25,  1908  New 

York,  N.  Y.  Used  ten  years. 


4? 


% 


Serial  No.  2,267. 


Serial  No.  31,025. 
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New  York,  North  Dakota,  Ohio 


No.  66,085. 

PARAGON  MALT  EXTRACT  CO. 

■m-r  MALT  EXTRACT. 

Registered  November  5,  1907,  New 

York,  N.  Y. 


No.  64,099. 

BARTHOLOMAY  BREWERY  CO. 

ALE. 

Registered  July  23,  1907,  Rochester, 
N.  Y. 


.jkneruluJIUMrfr 


Serial  No.  29,114. 


No.  67,522. 

W.  A.  ROSS  &  BROTHER,  Inc. 

ALE. 

Registered  February  4,  1908,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 


No.  64,415. 

AMERICAN  BREWING  CO. 

OF  ROCHESTER,  N.  Y. 
BEER,  ALE,  AND  PORTER. 
Registered  August  6,  1907,  Rochester, 
N.  Y. 


Serial  No.  26,148. 


No.  64,188. 

BARTHOLOMAY  BREWERY  CO. 

BEER  AND  ALE. 

Registered  July  30,  1907,  Rochester, 
N.  Y. 

Serial  No.  24,079. 


No.  67,097. 

THE  FARGO  BOTTLING  WORKS 
COMPANY. 

NON-INTOXICATING  BEER. 
Registered  January  14,  1908,  Fargo, 
N.  D. 


No.  68,078. 

THE  STARK-TUSCARAWAS 
BREWERIES  COMPANY. 


BEER. 

Registered  March  3,  1908,  Canton,  Ohio. 


Serial  No.  26,338. 


Serial  No.  31,020. 
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Ohio,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania 


No.  6j,868. 

THE  STARK-TUSCARAWAS 
BREWERIES  COMPANY. 
BEER. 

Registered  December  31,  1907,  Canton, 
Ohio. 


Serial  No.  19,826. 


No.  63,376. 

THE  E.  BECKER  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Registered  June  18,  1907,  Lancaster, 
Ohio. 


Serial  No.  19,854. 


No.  63,421. 

THE  PORTSMOUTH  BREWING 
&  ICE  COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  June  18,  1907,  Portsmouth, 
Ohio. 


Serial  No.  19,965. 


No.  66,054. 

NORTHERN  BREWERY  CO. 

BEER. 

Registered  November  5,  1907,  Portland, 
Oregon. 


No.  64,387. 

THE  J.  &  P.  BALTZ  BREWING 
COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  August  6,  1907,  Phila¬ 

delphia,  Pa.  Used  ten'years. 


Serial  No.  19,172. 


No.  64,613. 

THE  J.  &  P.  BALTZ  BREWING 
COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  August  13,  1907, ^Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa. 


No.  64,614. 

THE  J.  &  P.  BALTZ  BREWING 
COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  August  13,  1907,  Phila¬ 

delphia,  Pa. 

© 


Serial  No.  19,173. 
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Pennsylvania,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee 


No.  66,864. 

THE  LOUIS  BERGDOLL  BREW¬ 
ING  COMPANY. 
LAGER-BEER. 

Registered  December  31,  1907,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa. 


No.  62,348. 

FRED  FEIL  BREWING  CO. 
BEER,  ALE,  BROWN  STOUT,  AND 
EXTRACT  OF  MALT. 
Registered  April  30,  1907,  Philadelphia, 
Pa. 


Serial  No.  23,994. 


No.  63,252. 

D.  G.  YUENGLING  &  SON. 
ALE,  PORTER  AND  BROWN  STOUT. 
Registered  June  11, 1907,  Pottsville,  Pa. 


The  representation  of  an  eagle  with 
wings  outstretched  resting  with  one  foot 
upon  a  rock  and  the  other  upon  a  keg 
bearing  the  letters  and  character  “Y  & 
S.”  Serial  No.  19,585. 


No.  66,855. 

BLACK  HILLS  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Registered  December  31,  1907,  Central 
City,  S.  D. 


No.  67,701. 

SCHWENK  BARTH  BREWING 
COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  February  18,  1908,  Yankton, 
S.  D. 


Serial  No.  21,442. 


No.  64,114. 

RUDOLPH  L.  IHLENBURG. 

NON-INTOXICATING  BEER  MADE 
j  ^  FROM  MALT  AND  HOPS. 
Registered  July  23,  1907,  Greenfield, 
Tenn. 
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Texas,  Virginia,  Washington,  Wisconsin 


No.  65,658. 

GALVESTON  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Registered  October  15,  1907,  Galveston, 
Tex. 


Serial  No.  28,826. 


No.  66,665. 

HOUSTON  ICE  &  BREWING  CO. 
NON-INTOXICATING  TONIC 
MALT  LIQUOR. 

Registered  December  17,  1907,  Houston, 
Texas. 


Serial  No.  27,650. 


No.  65,163. 

THE  CONSUMERS’  BREWING 
COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  September  10,  1907,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Va. 

jjHONCO 

Serial  No.  27,902 


No.  67,200. 

THE  VA.  BREWING  COMPANY. 

MALT  EXTRACT. 

Registered  Jan.  21,  1908,  Roanoke,  Va. 


Serial  No.  30,456. 


No.  67,370. 

THE  VA.  BREWING  COMPANY. 

MALT  EXTRACT. 

Registered  January  28,  1908,  Roanoke, 


Serial  No.  30,455. 


No.  64,228. 

SEATTLE  BREWING  &  MALTING 
COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Registered  July  30,  1907,  Georgetown, 
Wash.  Used  ten  years. 

Serial  No.  26,994. 


No.  63,492. 

G.  HEILEMAN  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Registered  June  25,  1907,  La  Crosse, 
Wis. 


Serial  No  20,526. 
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Canada,  England,  Germany 


No.  64,435. 

THE  WALKERVILLE  BREWING 
COMPANY,  Limited. 

ALE  AND  PORTER. 
Registered  August  6,  1907,  Walker- 
ville,  Ontario,  Canada. 


Serial  No.  24,640. 


No.  65,838. 

T.  B.  HALL  &  COMPANY,  Ltd- 
BEER  AND  PORTER. 
Registered  October  22,  1907,  Liver¬ 
pool,  England. 


Serial  No.  7,092. 


No.  63,040. 

ARTHUR  GUINNESS  SON  &  CO. 
Limited. 

STOUT. 

Registered  June  4,  1907,  London,  Eng- 
ggdand.  Used  ten  years. 


No.  63,041. 

ARTHUR  GUINNESS  SON  &  CO. 
1  ^  _  Limited. 

STOUT. 

Registered  June  4,  1907,  London,  Eng¬ 
land.  Used  ten  years. 


Serial  No.  12,917. 


No.  62,869. 

GABRIEL  SEDLMAYR  BRAU- 
EREI  ZUM  SPATEN. 

BEER. 

Registered  May  28,  1907,  Munich, 


Serial  No.  11,282. 


No.  62,870. 

GABRIEL  SEDLMAYR  BRAU- 
EREI  ZUM  SPATEN. 
BEER. 

Registered  May  28,  1907,  Munich 

Germany. 

SPATEN 

Serial  No.  1 1,283. 
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Germany,  Scotland 


No.  64,639. 

UNIONSBRAUEREI  SCHULEIN  & 
CO.  AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT. 
BEER. 

Registered  August  13,  1907,  Munich, 
Germany. 


Serial  No.  ^,095. 


No.  66,433. 

JOHANN  BAPTIST 
WEYERMANN. 

CERTAIN  MALT  PREPARATIONS. 
Registered  November  26,  1907,  Potsdam, 
Germany. 

Sinamar 

Serial  No.  27,965. 


No.  67,661. 

WILLIAM  YOUNGER  &  CO.,  Ltd. 

ALE. 

Registered  February  11,  1908,  Edin¬ 
burgh,  Scotland. 


Serial  No.  12,064. 


Trade  Marks 


For  which  application  for 
registration  has  been  filed 
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Alabama,  California,  Connecticut,  Georgia 


No.  32,221. 

BIENVILLE  BREWERY. 

BEER. 

Published  March  3,  1908,  Mobile,  Ala. 


The  upper  portion  of  the  shield  being 
blue  and  the  letters  thereon  red. 


No.  31,545. 

ENTERPRISE  BREWING  CO. 

LAGER-BEER. 

Published  February  4,  1908,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Cal. 


No.  31,546. 

ENTERPRISE  BREWING  CO. 

LAGER-BEER. 


No.  29,121. 

OTTO  SCHOLZ. 

A  NON-ALCOHOLIC  FERMENTED 
BEVERAGE. 

Published  September  24,  1907,  Bridge¬ 
port,  Conn. 


No.  31,766. 

AUGUSTA  BREWING  COMPANY. 

BIRCH-BEER,  A  NON-ALCOHOLIC 
BEVERAGE. 

Published  March  10,  1908,  Augusta,  Ga. 

A.  B.  G. 


No.  31,767. 

AUGUSTA  BREWING  COMPANY. 

A  NON-INTOXICATING  CARBONATED 
BEVERAGE. 

Published  March  3,  1908,  Augusta,  Ga. 

PROHI 


No.  31,401. 

ACME  BREWING  COMPANY. 

A  NON-ALCOHOLIC  CARBONATED 
BEVERAGE. 

Published  February  18, 1908,  Macon,  Ga. 
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Ga.,  Idaho,  Ill.,  Ind.,  Ky.,  Mass. 


No.  32,416. 

ACME  BREWING  COMPANY. 

NON-INTOXICATING  MALT  BEVER¬ 
AGES. 

Published  March  24,  1908,  Macon,  Ga. 


No.  31,746. 

THE  PEOPLES  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Published  February  4,  1908,  Terre 

Haute,  Ind. 


No.  32,004. 

FRANKLIN  &  HAYES  BREWING 
COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Published  February  25,  1908,  Pocatello, 
Idaho. 


No.  23,911. 

WAGNER  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Published  October  29,  1907,  Granite 
City,  Ill. 


THE  F.  W.  COOK  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Published  February  18,  1908,  Evans¬ 
ville,  Ind. 


No  30,049. 

THE  NEW  SOUTH  BREWERY 
&  ICE  COMPANY. 

BEER. 

Published  November  26,  1907,  Middles- 
boro,  Ky. 


No.  22,229. 

THE  GEORGE  WIEDEMANN 
BREWING  COMPANY. 
BEER. 

Published  September  24,  1907,  New¬ 
port,  Ky.  Used  ten  years. 

Amber 


No.  3U995. 

SPRINGFIELD  BREWERIES 
COMPANY. 

ALE. 

Published  February  28,  1908,  Spring- 
field,  Mass. 


Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New  York 


No.  9,767. 

ANHEUSER-BUSCH  BREWING 
ASSOCIATION. 

BEER. 

Published  September  3,  1907,  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 


The  diagonal  band  is  red. 


No.  9,770. 

ANHEUSER-BUSCH  BREWING 
ASSOCIATION. 

EXTRACT  OF  MALT  AND  HOPS. 
Published  March  17,  1908,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 


The  upper  and  lower  portion  of  the 
shield  is  red,  the  central  panel  blue,  and 
the  border  of  the  shield  and  panel 
yellow. 


The  annular  band  being  red. 


No.  32,522. 

A.  SCHREIBER  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Published  March  31,  1908,  Buffalo, 

N.  Y. 


The  inner  octagonal-shaped  figure 
being  blue  and  the  outer  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  fields  red. 


No.  32,241. 

H.  KOEHLER  &  COMPANY. 
BEER. 

Published  March  10,  1908,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 


No.  24,143. 

TRUE  W.  JONES  BREWING 
COMPANY. 

ALE. 

Published  February  25,  1908,  Man¬ 
chester,  N.  H. 
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N.  Y.,  Ohio,  Pa.,  Germany,  Ireland 


No.  31,943- 

THE  WEST  END  BREWING  CO. 
ALE,  BEER,  HALF-AND-HALF,  PORT¬ 
ER,  MALT  EXTRACT,  AND 
BROWN  STOUT. 

Published  March  3,  1908,  Utica,  N.  Y. 


No.  22,922. 

JOHN  BUEHLER. 

BEER. 

Published  February  25,  1908,  Steuben- 


No.  31,383. 

THE  SMITH  BREWING  CO. 

BEER. 

Published  February  18,  1908,  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio. 


No.  28,092. 

ENGEL  AND  SCHMID  BREWING 
COMPANY. 

LAGER-BEER,  WEISS  BEER,  ALE, 
AND  PORTER. 

Published  July  23,  1907,  Fountain 

Springs,  Pa. 


No.  28,687. 

FREIHERRLICH  VON  TUCHER’- 
SCHE  BRAUEREI  AKTIEN- 
GESELLSCHAFT. 

BEER. 

Published  March  10,  1908,  Nuremberg, 
Germany. 


No.  31,597. 

EDWARD  &  JOHN  BURKE, 
Limited. 

ALE. 

Published  ^February  18,  1908,  Dublin, 
Ireland,  and  New  York,  N.  Y. 


(Supplement  No.  4 


Isabels  and  Prints 


Registered  During  the  Year  Ending 
March  31,  1908 
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MUTUAL  UNION  BREWING  CO. 

Pittsburg  and  Aliquippa,  Pa. 
“Aliquippa  Export  Beer.”  (For  Beer.) 
No.  13,831.  Registered  October 
15.  i9°7- 


WM.  BENDER,  JR. 

Waukegan,  III. 

“Altbrau.”  (For  Beer.)  No.  13,491. 
Registered  April  23,  1907. 


JOSEPH  JUNK  BREWING  CO. 

Chicago,  III. 

“Bright-Spot.”  (For  Beer.)  No.  13,623. 
Registered  June  25,  1907. 


GARDEN  CITY  BREWERY. 

Chicago,  III. 

“Daisy.”  (For  Beer.)  No.  13,928. 
Registered  December  17,  1907. 


MINNEAPOLIS  BREWING  CO. 

Minneapolis,  Minn. 
“Zumalweiss.”  (For  Beer.)  No. 
13,929.  Registered  December  17, 
1907. 


FRED  FEIL  BREWING  CO. 

Philadelphia,  Pa. 

“Exquisite.”  '  (For  Malt  Liquors  and 
Dark.  Beers.)  No.  13,457-  Reg¬ 
istered  April  9 ,  1907. 


THE  CONRAD  SEIPP  BREWING 
COMPANY. 

Chicago,  III. 

“Extra  Pale  Beer.”  (For  Beer.)  No. 
13,994.  Registered  January  14, 
1908. 


PARAGON  MALT  EXTRACT  CO. 

New  York,  N.  Y. 

“General  V  Moltke.”  (For  Malt  Ex¬ 
tract.)  No.  13,754-  Registered 
August  20,  1907. 


BLACK  HILLS  BREWING  CO. 

Central  City,  S.  D. 

“Gold  Nugget  Extra  Fine  Special  Brew.” 

(For  Beer.)  No.  13,533-  Reg¬ 
istered  May  14,  1907. 


BLACK  HILLS  BREWING  CO. 

Central  City,  S.  D. 

“Gold  Nugget  Extra  Fine  Special  Beer.” 

(For  Bottled  Beer.)  No.  13,534. 
Registered  May  14,  1907. 


BLACK  HILLS  BREWING  CO. 

Central  City,  S.  D. 

“Gold  Nugget.”  (For  Bottled  Beer.) 
No.  13,535.  Registered  May  14, 
1907. 


THE  HOME  BREWING  &  ICE  CO. 

Joplin,  Mo. 

“Hombrew.”  (For  Beer.)  No.  13,896. 
Registered  November  26,  1907. 


THE  HOME  BREWING  &  ICE  CO. 

Joplin,  Mo. 

“Home  Malt  Tonic.”  (For  a  Malt 
Beverage.)  No.  13,909.  Regis¬ 
tered  December  3,  1907. 


KLAUSMANN  BREWERY 
BRANCH  OF  THE  ST.  LOUIS 
BREWING  ASSOCIATION. 

St.  Louis,  Mo. 

“Hop  Brand.”  (For  Beer.)  No. 

13,686.  Registered  July  23,  1907. 


FRED  H.  HORLACHER. 

Allentown,  Pa. 

“Horlacher  9  Months  Old.”  (For  Beer.) 
No.  13,852.  Registered  Novem¬ 
ber  5,  1907. 


THE  HOME  BREWING  &  ICE  CO. 

Joplin,  Mo. 

“Ido.”  (For  a  Beverage.)  No.  13,899. 
Registered  November  26,  1907. 
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THE  KITTANNING  BREWING  CO. 

Kittanning,  Pa. 

“K.  B.  C.  Bohemian.”  (For  Beer.) 
No.  13,509.  Registered  April  30, 
1907. 

THOMAS  RYAN’S  CONSUMERS’ 
BREWING  COMPANY. 

Syracuse,  N.  Y. 

“Liquid  Bread.”  (For  Beer.)  No. 
13,547.  Registered  May  21,  1907. 


THOMAS  RYAN’S  CONSUMERS’ 
BREWING  COMPANY. 

Syracuse,  N.  Y. 

“Liquid  Bread.”  (For  Ale.)  No. 
13,548.  Registered  May  21,  1907. 


WILMANNS  BROS.  COMPANY. 

Milwaukee,  Wis. 

“Old  German  Lager.”  (For  Beer.)  No. 
13,946,  Assignor  to  Schuster 
Brewing  Company,  Rochester, 
Minn.,  a  Corporation  of  Minnesota. 
Registered  December  24,  1907. 


MUTUAL  UNION  BREWING  CO. 

Pittsburg  and  Aliquippa,  Pa. 
“Pennsy  Select  Beer.”  (For  Beer). 
No.  13,830.  Registered  October 
1 5 1  I9°7- 


JOHN  GUND  BREWING  CO. 

La  Crosse,  Wis. 

'“Pioneer.”  (For  Lager-Beer.)  No. 
13,473.  Registered  April  16,  1907.  | 


SEATTLE  BREWING  &  MALTING 
COMPANY. 

Georgetown,  Wash. 

“Rainier  Beer.”  (For  Beer.)  No. 
13,546.  Registered  May  21,  1907. 


JAMES  NELSON  WOOD. 

Richmond,  Va. 

“Regalager  Lager  Beer  Label.”  (For 
Lager-Beer.)  No.  13,718.  Reg¬ 
istered  August  6,  1907. 


PETER  A.  SCHEMM. 

Philadelphia,  Pa. 

“Schemm’s  Standard  Dark  Lager-Beer.” 

(For  Beer.)  No.  13,492.  Regis¬ 
tered  April  23,  1908. 


PETER  A.  SCHEMM. 

Philadelphia,  Pa. 

“Schemm’s  Standard  Light  Lager-Beer.” 

(For  Beer.)  No.  13,493.  Registered 
April  23,  1907. 


WESTERN  BREWERY  CO. 

Belleville,  III. 

“Stag  Bottled  Beer.”  (For  Beer.)  No. 
14,076.  Registered  March  10, 
1908. 


THE  CONSUMERS’  BREWING 
COMPANY. 

Norfolk,  Va. 

“The  Beer  Without  a  Peer.”  (For 
Beer.)  No.  13,577.  Registered 
June  4,  1907. 
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THE  MEEK  COMPANY. 

Coshocton,  Ohio. 

“A  Good  Lunch.”  (For  Malt  Liquors.) 
No.  1,975.  Registered  May  7, 
1907. 


ANHEUSER-BUSCH  BREWING 
ASSOCIATION. 

St.  Louis,  Mo. 

“Budweiser  Girl.”  (For  Beer.)  No. 
2,161.  Registered  November  26, 
1907. 


PETER  HAND  BREWING  CO. 

Chicago,  III. 

“Dr.  Stork.”  (For  Malt  Elixir.)  No. 
2,206.  Registered  January  28, 
1908. 


THE  F.  W.  COOK  BREWING  CO. 

Evansville,  Ind. 

“Goldblume.”  (For  Bottle-Beer.)  No- 
2,072.  Registered  August  6,  1907- 


THE  F.  W.  COOK  BREWING  CO. 

Evansville,  Ind. 

“Goldblume.”  (For  Beer.)  No.  2,174. 
Registered  December  17,  1907. 


WM.  J.  LEMP  BREWING  CO. 

St.  Louis,  Mo. 

“Lemp  Extra  Pale.”  (For  Beer.)  No. 
2,009.  Registered  June  4,  1907. 


FALLS  CITY  BREWING  CO.,  Inc. 

Louisville,  Ky. 

“Life  Saver.”  (For  Beer.)  No.  2,008. 
Registered  June  4,  1907. 


ALBERT  TIEMANN. 

Milwaukee,  Wis. 

“Moose.”  (For  Beer.)  No.  1,976. 
Registered  May  7,  1907. 


CHAS.  W.  SHONK  COMPANY. 

Maywood,  III. 

“Nachtwachter.”  (For  Beer.)  No. 
1,960.  Registered  April  16,  1907. 


THE  MEEK  COMPANY. 

Coshocton,  Ohio. 

“None  Purer  None  Better.”  (For  Malt 
Liquors.)  No.  2,088.  Registered 
August  20,  1907. 


SEATTLE  BREWING  &  MALTING 
COMPANY. 

Seattle,  Wash. 

“Rainier  Beer.”  (For  Beer.)  No. 
2,146.  Registered  November  5, 
I9°7- 


WM.  J.  LEMP  BREWING  CO. 

St.  Louis,  Mo. 

“The  Home  of  Falstaff.”  (For  Beer.) 
No.  2,107.  Registered  September, 
10, 1907. 


R.  NAEGELFS  SONS. 

Hoboken,  N.  J. 

“The  Pretty  Barmaid.”  (For  Lager- 
Beer.)  No.  2,108.  Registered 
September  10,  1907. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  LIST 


OF 

PATENTS 

ISSUED  SINCE  OUR  LAST  REPORT 
AND  UP  TO  APRIL  i5th 

1908 
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MALTING. 

GRAIN  HANDLING  AND  CLEANING  APPARATUS. 


Number. 

Date. 

Inventor. 

Description. 

856,456 

June  11, 1907 

John  Fechery. . 

Grain  Conveyor. 

MALT  HOUSES  AND  MALTING  PROCESSES. 


12,728 

Dec.  3,  1906 

(Reissue)  Wm.  P. 
Rice . 

Malt  House  and  Apparatus. 

850,215 

April  16,  1907 

John  F.  Dornfeld.  . 

Valve  for  Steep  Tanks. 

854,003 

May  21,  1907 

Karl  I.  Somlo . 

Process  of  Malting  Grain. 

856,637 

June  11, 1907 

Herman  Heuser.. .  . 

Process  of  Malting. 

857,954 

June  25. iq°7 

Frederick  H.C.  Mey 

Pneumatic  Malting  and 
Pneumatic  Drying  Ap¬ 
paratus. 

AIR  MOISTENING  AND  PURIFYING  APPARATUS 


852,122 

852,543 

852,853 

855, 7r9 

859,649 

862,541 

862,767 

865,295 

866,534 

867,690 

869,945 

873,924 

April  30. 
May  7, 

May  7, 

June  4, 

July  9. 
Aug.  6, 
Aug.  6, 
Sept.  3, 
Sept.  17, 
Oct.  8, 
Nov.  5, 

Dec.  17, 

I9°7 

1907 

1907 

J9°7 

I9°7 

I9°7 

1907 

I9°7 

1907 

1907 

I9°7 

I9°7 

John  H.  Kinealy. . . 
Henry  E.  Decke- 

bach  . 

Stuart  W.  Cramer. . 

J.  D.  Minto  and  J. 

Kelly . 

John  W.  Fries . 

Frank  B .  Comins. .  . 

Otto  Sterkel . 

Alfred  R.  Clarkson . 

Charles  Subert . 

Chas.  E.  Whitmore 
Albert  W.  Thomp¬ 
son . 

Stuart  W.  Cramer... 

Air  Purifying  Apparatus. 
Apparatus  for  Purifying, 
Cooling  and  Drying  Air. 
Humidifying  and  Air  Con¬ 
ditioning  Apparatus. 

Air  Cooler  and  Humidifier. 
Humidifying  Machine. 
Humidifier. 

Air  Cooling  Apparatus. 
Humidifier. 

Humidifier. 

Humidifier. 

Humidifying  Apparatus. 
Humidifying  and  Air 
Moistening  Apparatus. 

MALT  TURNING  APPARATUS. 

870,598 

Nov.  12, 

1907 

Benj.  W.  Tucker. .  . 

Malt  Stirring  Apparatus. 

MALT  KILNING  APPARATUS. 

876,756 

Jan.  14, 

1908 

Heinrich  Wettig. . . 

Malt  Kiln. 

BREWING. 

APPARATUS  AND  PROCESSES  FOR  THE  MANUFACTURE 

OF  BEER. 


s57.779 

878,136 


June  25,1907  Henry  J.  Worsam. . 
Feb.  4,  1908  Max  Henius . 


Apparatus  for  Heating  or 
Boiling  Brewers’  Wort. 
Brew  House  Equipment. 
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B  RE  WI N  G — Con  tinned. 


MASHING  APPARATUS. 


Number. 

Date. 

Inventor. 

Description. 

861,979 

870,748 

872,102 

July  30, 1907 
Nov.  12,  1907 
Nov.  26,  1907 

Herman  Heuser...  . 

Otto  Selg . 

Alois  Aufrichtig. . . . 

Mashing  Apparatus. 

Stirrer  for  Mash  Tubs. 

Drain  Controlling  Appara¬ 
tus  for  Mash  Tubs. 

BEER  AND  WORT 

COOLING  AND  A2RATING  APPARATUS. 

852.140 

856,015 

856.140 
869,089 

872,17s 

April  30,  1907 

June  4, 1907 

June  4,i907 
Oet.  22,  1907 
Nov.  26,  1907 

Morgan  D.  Sadtler. : 

Edward  A.  Appell. . 

Wilhelm  Griesser... 

Aage  Jensen . 

Wilhelm  Griesser.. . 

Locking  Device  for  Beer 
Coolers. 

Apparatus  for  Cooling  or 
-  Heating  Beer. 

Triple  Pipe  Beer  Cooler. 
Liquid  Cooler. 

Cooling  Apparatus. 

CARBONATING  APPARATUS  AND  PROCESSES. 

854,39° 

855,243 

867,356 

May  21,  1907 

May  28,  1907 

Oct.  1,  1907 

Selden  Twitchell 

and  Chas.  O’Con¬ 
nor . 

Frank  D.  Green  and 
John  P.  Macheam 

John  H.  Fox . 

Apparatus  for  Carbonating 
Liquids. 

Apparatus  for  Charging  Li¬ 
quids  with  Carbonic  Acid 
Gas. 

Carbonating  Apparatus. 

APPARATUS  FOR  PASTEURIZING  AND  STERILIZING  BEER,  Etc. 

IN  BULK. 

853,659 

870,841 

May  14,  1907 
Nov.  11,  1907 

Frank  Tyson . 

Leroy  S.  Pfouts.... 

Pasteurizing  Apparatus. 
Pasteurizing  Apparatus. 

MISCELLANEOUS. 


853.934 

May  14,  1907 

Isidor  Poliak . 

Solidified  DiastaticMalt  Ex¬ 
tracts.. 

855,599 

June  4, 1907 

Theo.  B.  Wagner.  . 

Brewing  Material. 

860,340 

July  16,  1907 

Gustav  Sobotka .  .  . 

Process  of  Making  Malt  Ex¬ 
tracts  Rich  in  Diastase. 

871,832 

Nov  26,  1907 

Frank  C.  H.  Stras- 
burger . 

Beer  Reclaiming  Machine. 

874,216 

Dec.  17,  1907 

Herman  Linzel  and 
Carl  Bischoff . . .  . 

Process  for  Making  Non- 
Alcoholic  Beverages  from 
Fermented  Liquors. 

879,843 

Feb.  18, 1907 

Max  Wallerstein . .  . 

Method  of  Preparing  Brew¬ 
ing  Waters. 

883,173 

Mar.  31,  1908 

F.  S.  Davidson  and 
W.  P.  Burra . 

Hop  Extracting  Apparatus. 

883,174 

Mar.  31,  1908 

' 

F.  S.  Davidson  and 
W.  P.  Burra . 

Process  of  forming  Ex¬ 
tracts  from  Hops  and 
Yeast. 
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REFRIGERATION. 

ICE  HOUSES  AND  REFRIGERATOR  BUILDINGS. 


Number. 

Date. 

Inventor. 

Description. 

849.775 

April  9,  1907 

John  F.  Drucker. . . 

Swing  Door  for  Cold  Stor¬ 
age  Rooms. 

874,939 

Dec.  31, 1907 

Frank  B.  Clayton 
and  Geo.  D.  Spiel- 
berger . 

Refrigerator  Building. 

877,520 

Jan.  28, 1907 

Paul  Schmaltz . 

Fluid  Cooling  Structure. 

REFRIGERATING  AND  ICE  MAKING  APPARATUS. 

849,864 

April  0,  IQ07 

John  Souther . 

Ice  Making  Machine. 

851,821 

April  23,  1907 

Alexander  P.  Cris¬ 
well  and  Albert 
C.  Bishop . 

Means  for  Maintaining  the 
Strength  of  Refrigerating 

Liquid. 

8S4,976 

May  28,  1907 

W .  ) .  W  oodcock. .  . 

Refrigerator  Condenser. 

855,983 

June  4, 1907 

Frank  A.  Rider.  .  .  . 

Refrigerating  Apparatus. 

865,040 

Sept.  3,  1907 

Dan.  L.  Holden. . .  . 

Freezing  Machine  for  ice 
Manufacturing. 

868,495 

Oct.  15,  1907 

Thomas  Shipley.  .  . 

Ice  Machinery. 

87L325 

Nov.  19, 1907 

Clyde  J.  Coleman . . . 

Refrigerating  Apparatus. 

873, i79 

Dec.  10, 1907 

William  W.  Tobey 
and  Fred  Free¬ 
man  . 

. 

Ice  Machine. 

876,015 

Jan.  7, 1908 

Thos.  H.  Ray . 

Ice  Making  Machine. 

876,352 

Jan.  14, 1908 

Dan.  J.  Holden.  .  .  . 

Ice  Machine  Press. 

877U93 

Jan.  21, 1908 

Dan.  J.  Holden. .  .  . 

Hydraulic  Electric  Ice  Ma¬ 
chine. 

878,483 

Feb.  4, 1908 

Casper  W.  Miles. .  . 

Ice  Making  Compressor. 

882,224 

Mar.  17,  1908 

E.  T.  Williams . 

Ice  Making  Apparatus. 

DISTRIBUTING. 

BARREL  CLEANSING  APPARATUS. 


864,560 

866,169 

867,568 

869,022 

869,915 

877,074 

88i,575 

Aug.  27,  1907 
Sept.  17,  1907 
Oct.  8, 1907 
Oct.  22, 1907 

Nov.  5, 1907 
Jan.  21, 1908 
Mar.  10,  1908 

Otto  L.  R.  Ritter... 

Oscar  Neufeld . 

Segvart  C.  O.  Berg. 
Geo.  E.  R.  Rothen- 

bucher . 

Leopold  Lange .... 
Henry  S.  Gregory. . 
Carl  Giilke . 

Keg  Sprinkling  Machine. 
Brush  for  Barrel  Heads. 
Barrel  Rinser. 

Keg  Washer. 

Barrel  Cleaner. 

Means  for  Cleaning  Casks. 
Apparatus  for  Rinsing  and 
Airing  Casks. 

BARREL  AND  KEG  PITCHING  APPARATUS. 

835,5i6 

May  14, 1907 

Geo.  E.  O’Neill . 

Apparatus  for  Pitching 
Kegs  or  Barrels. 

859,164 

July  2,1907 

John  H.  G.  Zunner. 

Apparatus  for  Ditching  Bar¬ 
rels  and  the  like. 
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DISTRIBUTIN  G — Continued. 


Barrel  and  Keg  Pitching  Apparatus — Continued. 


Number. 

Date. 

Inventor. 

Description. 

867,757 

Oct.  8,  1907 

Karl  Rucker . 

Pitch  Substitute  and  Pro¬ 
cess  for  Making  the  same. 

871,274 

Nov.  12, 1907 

Adolph  G.  Huepfel. 

Keg  Handling  Mechanism. 

87 1 ,829 

Nov.  26, 1907 

Philip  Sherrer . 

Barrel  Pitching  Equipment. 

RACKING  AND  CASK  FILLING. 

868,931 

Oct.  22,  1907 

Wm.  F.  Kuszmaul, 
Jr . . 

Device  for  Filling  and 
Charging  Liquids  Under 
Pressure. 

873.567 

Dec.  10,  1907 

Ignatz  Lowy  and 
Oscar  F.  Adel- 
man . 

Beer  Racker. 

875.176 

Dec.  31,  1907 

Joseph  Huebsch.. .  . 

Automatic  Shut-Ott  Valve 
Mechanism  for  Racking 
Apparatus. 

BARRELS,  FITTINGS  AND  BARREL  AND  CASK  HANDLING 

DEVICES. 

859.615 

July  9, 1907 

Elwood  C.  Philipps 

Barrel. 

881,951 

Mar.  17,  1908 

H.  S.  Reynolds . 

Barrel. 

BUNGS,  BUSHES,  VENTS,  Etc., 

FOR  BARRELS. 

863,861 

Augr.  20,  1007 

C.  J.  Bender . 

Bung. 

871,444 

Nov.  19, 1907 

Geo.  H.  Ricke . 

Bung  Bushing. 

849,462 

850,070 
850,410 
856,220 
857.843 
857,872 
858,805 
864,740 
868,077 
87 1 ,07  2 
874,876 

875,848 

876,483 

876,724 


DISPENSING. 

TAPPING  AND  DRAWING  DEVICES. 


April  9,  1907 

April  9,  1907 
April  16,  1907 
June  11, 1907 
June  25, 1907 
June  25, 1907 
July  2, 1907 
Aug.  27,  1907 
Oct.  15, 1907 
Nov  12, 1907 
Dec.  24,  1907 

Jan.  7, 1908 

Jan.  14, 1908 
Jan.  14, 1908 


Harry  L.  Cornish.  . 

R.  B.  Spikes . 

E.  H.  Weatherhead 
Fried.  E.  Brueckner 

W.  F.  Stark . 

Nicholas  Horon .... 
Louis  W.  Gates.  . .  . 
H.  Hildenbrand.. .  . 
A.  W.  Doremus.... 

R.  B.  Spikes . 

R.  W.  Taylor . 

C.  W.  Pleukharp. . . 

W.  D.  Myers . 

C.  Meldan . 


Means  for  preventing  wast 
in  Dispensing  Liquids. 
Beer  Tapper. 

Liquid  Tapping  Device. 
Beer  Faucet. 

Beer  Service  Apparatus. 
Beer  Tap  Register. 

Tapping  Valve. 

Tapping  Apparatus. 
Tapping  Device. 

Beer  Tapper. 

Faucet  for  Beer  and  other 
Carbonated  Beverages. 
Device  for  Tapping  Beer 
Kegs. 

Beer  Tap. 

Controlling  Stop  Cock  for 
Beer  Apparatus. 
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DISPENSING — Continued. 


Tapping  and  Drawing  Devices- 

— Continued. 

Number. 

Date. 

Inventor. 

Description. 

879,604 

879.983 

882,862 

Feb.  18, 1908 
Feb.  25, 1908 

Mar.  24,  1908 

J.  Wawrzinski. .... 
Harry  J.  San  dell. .  . 

V.  F.  Boehm . 

Beer  Tap. 

Tap  and  Bush  for  Beer 
Kegs. 

Beer  Cooling  and  Purifying 
Apparatus. 

COOLERS  FOR  DRAUGHT  BEER. 

848,618 

866,071 

876,823 

April  2,  1907 

Sept.  17, 1907 
Jan.  14, 1908 

L.  A.  Anson . 

Franz  Runge . 

C.  Meldan . 

Apparatus  for  Cooling  Li¬ 
quids. 

Beer  Cooler. 

Cooling  Coil  for  Beer  Ap¬ 
paratus. 

BEER  PIPE  CLEANING  APPARATUS. 

860,768 

870,384 

872,494 

July  23, 1907 

Nov.  5,  1907 
Dec.  3,  1907 

H.  C.  Stiefel . 

C.  H.  Richardson. . 
H.  Blackburn . 

Cleansing  Liquid  for  Beer 
Pipes. 

Beer  Pipe  Cleaner. 

Beer  Coil  Cleaner. 

BOTTLING. 

BOTTLE  CLEANSING  APPARATUS. 


850,199 

April 

16, 1907 

Ralph  G.  Wright 

and  Kerk  K. 

Apparatus  for  Washing 

Wright . . . 

Bottles. 

851.425 

April 

23, 1907 

Thomas  D.  Kyle 

and  E.  H.  Waugh 

Bottle  Handling  Apparatus. 

852,127 

April 

30, 1907 

C.  H.  Loew . . 

Bottle  Washing  Machine. 

852,471 

May 

7, i907 

Otto  E.  Thomas. . . 

Bottle  Washer. 

853.582 

May 

14, 1907 

B .  Gohrband . 

Bottle  Washer  Brush. 

853.776 

May 

14, 1907 

Ed.  T.  Dixon . 

Bottle  Washing  Machinery. 

854,172 

May 

21, I907 

Richd.  G.  Nash. . . . 

Machine  for  Washing  Bot- 

ties. 

854,173 

May 

21, I907 

Richd.  G.  Nash. . .  . 

Bottle  Washing  Machine. 

854,535 

May 

2 I , I907 

William  Seidel . 

Bottle  Washing  and  Scrub- 

bing  Mechanism. 

855,036 

May 

28, 1907 

JohnR.  Amacker.  . 

Bottle  Washing  Machine. 

855, 912 

Tune 

4, 1907 

Henry  C.  Vogel. .  .  . 

Bottle  Washer. 

856,191 

June 

4, 1907 

Philipp  Boch . 

Brush  for  Bottle  Washing 

Machines. 

860,353 

July 

16, 1907 

W.  J.  Cunningham. 

Bottle  Washing  Machine. 

860,533 

July 

16, 1907 

W.  [.  Cunningham. 

Bottle  Washing  Machine. 

861 ,307 

July 

30, 1907 

_W.  S.  McKinney..  . 

Bottle  Washing  Apparatus. 

865,029 

Sept. 

3- l9°7 

R.  Fehler  and  D.  M. 

Brush  Holder  for  Bottle 

Laughlin . 

Washing  Machines. 

865,192 

Sept. 

3- x9°7 

B.  E.  Linfoot . 

Bottle  Washing  Machine. 

865,217 

Sept 

3,  i9°7 

II.  W.  Van  Leir...  . 

Bottle  Washing  Machine. 
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BOTTLING — Continued. 

Bottle  Cleansing  Apparatus — Continued. 


Number. 

• 

Date. 

Inventor. 

Description. 

869,333 

Oct. 

29, 1907 

D.  E.  Shaw . 

Bottle  Rinser  and  Sterilizer 

87°.73° 

Nov. 

12, I907 

Ph.  D.  Laible . 

Bottle  Washing  Machine. 

872,593 

Dec. 

3. I9°7 

H.  Warshilsky . 

Bottle  Washer  Brush. 

872,596 

Dec. 

3. J9°7 

H.  Warshilsky  .... 

Bottle  W asher  Brush. 

874,958 

Dec 

31  1 9°7 

G  W.  Goehns . 

Bottle  Washing  Machine. 

875,001 

Dec. 

3U  r9°7 

W.  Seidel . 

Bottle  Scrubbing  Meehan- 

876,220 

Jan. 

7,  1908 

G.  E.  McCalmont.  . 

Bottle  Cleaner. 

876,657 

Jan. 

14, 1908 

John  T.  H.  Paul...  . 

Bottle  Washer. 

876,706 

Jan. 

14, 1908 

Geo.  Failing . 

Bottle  Washer. 

876,798 

Jan. 

14, 1908 

| .  VV .  Greer . 

Bottle  Washing  Machine. 

882,021 

Mar. 

17, 1908 

J.  Schigelinsky .  .  .  . 

Bottle  Cleaner. 

882,962 

Mar. 

24, 1908 

A.  A  Pindstofte..  . 

Bottle  Cleaning  Machine. 

BOTTLING  AND  BOTTLE  FILLING  APPARATUS. 


852.977 

May  7,  1907 

R.  Pfaff . 

Bottling  Machine. 

856,135 

June  4, 1907 

C.  W.  Elliott . 

Bottling  Machine. 

857.674 

Tune  25, iqo7 

J.  C.  A.  Riecke. . .  . 

Bottle  Filling  Apparatus. 

860,075  ' 

July  16, 1907 

C.  L.  Bastian . 

Discharge  Table  for  Bottle 
Filling  Machines. 

860,076 

July  16,  1907 

C.  L.  Bastian . 

Filling  Machine. 

860,936 

July  23, 1907 

M.  W.  Norkewitz. . . 

Bottle  Carrier  for  Bottling 
Establishments. 

863,363 

Aug.  23,  1907 

W.  J.  Cunningham . 

Bottle  Filling  Machine. 

865,395 

Sept.  10, 1907 

Karl  Kiefer . 

Bottle  Filling  Machine. 

870,103 

Nov.  5,1907 

G.  Higginson . 

Aerating  and  Bottling  Ap¬ 
paratus. 

872,275 

Nov.  26, 1907 

| .  R.  Cobb . 

Bottling  Machine. 

875,678 

Dec.  31,  1907 

J.  M.  Hicks . 

Machine  for  Filling  and 
Capping  Vessels  with 
Fluid  under  Pressure. 

882,849 

Mar.  24,  1908 

L.  Strebel . 

Bottle  Filling  Machine. 

BOTTLE  SEALS  AND  SEALING  APPARATUS. 


856,158 

June  4, 1907 

A.  G.  Kaufman .... 

Bottle  Seal. 

856,304 

Tune  11, 1907 

E.  D.  Schmitt . 

Bottle  Seal. 

856,400 

June  1 1 , 1907 

K.  C.  Gillette . 

Bottle  Seal. 

856,917 

June  1 1 , 1907 

E.  D.  Schmitt . 

Method  of  Applying  Bottle 
Seals. 

857,619 

June  25, 1907 

Fred  W.  Hall . 

Bottle  Sealing  Device. 

864,607 

Aug.  27,  1907 

E.  D.  Schmitt . 

Bottle  Seal. 

865 ,004 

Sept.  3,  1907 

W .  Bailey . 

Bottle  Sealing  Device. 

867,213 

Sept.  24, 1907 

E.  T.  Ryan . 

Bottle  Sealing  Machine. 

867,214 

Sept.  24, 1907 

E.  D.  Schmitt . 

Sealing  Head  for  Bottle 
Sealing  Machines. 

867 ,902 

Oct.  8,  1907 

L.  Bartlett . 

Bottle  Seal. 

867,903 

Oct.  8,  1907 

L.  Bartlett . 

Seal  for  Bottles. 

867,904 

Oct.  8,  1907 

L.  Bartlett . 

Seal  for  Bottles. 

872,153 

Nov.  26,  1907 

J.  R.  Scott . 

Device  for  Re-sealing  Bot¬ 
tles. 
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BOTTLING — Continued. 


Bottle  Seals  and  Sealing  Apparatus — Continued. 


Number. 

Date. 

Inventor. 

Description. 

874,201 

Dec. 

17, 1907 

J.  V.  Hull . 

Machine  for  Sealing  Bottles. 

878,287 

Feb. 

4,  1908 

A.  Hostettler . 

Bottle  Sealing  Device. 

880,406 

Feb. 

25, 1908 

E.  D.  Schmitt . 

Machine  for  Applying  Bot¬ 
tle  Seals. 

880,408 

Feb. 

25, 1908 

E.  D.  Schmitt . 

Sealing  Head  for  Bottle 
Sealing  Machines. 

880,490 

Feb. 

25, 1908 

E.  D.  Schmitt . 

Sealing  Head  for  Bottle 
Sealing  Machines. 

881,780 

Mar. 

10, 1908 

W.  S.  Dorman . 

Bottle  Seal. 

881,945 

Mar. 

17, 1908 

M.  Perez . 

Bottle  Seal. 

BOTTLE  CAPS  AND  CAPPING  APPARATUS. 

850,288 

April 

16, 1907 

Otto  S.  Beyer . 

Bottle  Capping  Machine. 

851,424 

April  23,  1907 

A.  G.  Kaufman .... 

Bottle  Cap. 

852,323 

April  30,  1907 

Henry  L.  Falen- 
wider,  S.  S.  Bond 
and  Wm.  S.  Bond 

Method  of  Capping  Bottles. 

856,230 

June 

11, 1907 

Wm.  H.  Dodge . 

Cover  or  Cap  for  Bottles. 

858,174 

June 

25, 1907 

Ewalt  Goltstein. . .  . 

Bottle  Cap. 

858,523 

July 

2, I907 

0.  Magnussen . 

Sealing  Cap  for  Packages. 

859, 912 

July 

16, 1907 

H.  S.  Brewington.. . 

Bottle  Capping  Machine. 

860,513 

luly 

16, 1907 

S.  W.  Balch . 

Bottle  Capping  Machine. 

860,787 

July 

23, 1907 

H.  S.  Brewington.. . 

Bottle  Capping  Machine. 

861,705 

July 

30, 1907 

H.  S.  Brewington.. . 

Bottle  Capping  Machine. 

862,530 

Aug. 

6, 1907 

R.  Zastrow . 

Bottle  Capping  Machine. 

871,998 

Nov. 

26, 1907 

G.  Kirkegaard . 

Bottle  Capping  Machine. 

872,672 

Dec. 

3, i9°7 

W.  H.  Niemeyer.  .  . 

Bottle  Cap  or  Closure. 

87  3,022 

Dec. 

IO, I9O7 

A.  W.  Cordes . 

Bottle  Capping  Machine. 

873.245 

Dec. 

10, 1907 

G.  Kirkegaard . 

Head  for  Bottle  Capping 

873,646 

Dec. 

10, 1907 

G.  A.  Williams . 

Bottle  Cap  Fastener. 

874,670 

Dec. 

24, 1907 

E .  Goltstein . 

Bottle  Cap  or  Closure  for 
Bottles. 

875,074 

Dec. 

31, 19°7 

W.  E.  Heath . 

Receptacle  Sealing  Cap. 

876,149 

Jan. 

7, 1908 

C.  W.  Cook . 

Bottle  Cap. 

876,381 

Jan. 

14, 1908 

F.  Mueller . 

Equalizing  Mechanism  for 
Bottle  Capping  Machines. 

880,407 

Feb. 

25, 1908 

E.  D.  Schmitt . 

Machine  for  Applying  Bot¬ 
tle  Caps. 

880,671 

Mar. 

3, 1908 

G.  Kirkegaard . 

Bottle  Capping  Machine. 

881,671 

Mar. 

10, 1908 

0.  Ducker . 

Bottle  Cap. 

882 ,060 

Mar. 

17, 1908 

G.  G.  Glenn . 

Machine  for  Re-shaping 
Bottle  Caps. 

882,888 

Mar. 

24, 1908 

L.  Railing . 

Sealing  Cap  for  Bottles. 

882,889 

Mar. 

24, 1908 

L.  Kalling . 

Bottle  Sealing  Cap. 

882,912 

Mar. 

23, 1908 

F.  T.  Robinson . 

Combined  Metallic  and 
Frangible  Cap  for  Bottles. 

883,127 

Mar. 

24, 1908 

S.  C.  Bond . 

Machine  for  Capping  Bot¬ 
tles. 
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BOTTLING — Continued. 

PASTEURIZING  APPARATUS. 


Number. 

Date. 

Inventor. 

Description. 

858,766 

July  2, 1907 

Frank  Sochurck.  .  . 

Bottle  Tray  for  Sterilizing. 

866,870 

Sept.  24, 1907 

C.  H.  Loew . 

Pasteurizer. 

BOTTLE  LABELLING  APPARATUS. 


859,817. 

July  9,  1907 

F.  0.  Woodland. . .  . 

Bottle  Labelling  Machine. 

868,741 

Oct.  22,  1907 

J.  H.  Wendt . 

Bottle  Labelling  Machine. 

871,794 

Nov.  26,  1907 

H.  Gates . 

Bottle  Guide  for  Labelling 

Machines. 

DEVICES  FOR  REMOVING  SEALS,  CAPS,  Etc. 


849,508 

April 

9, 1907 

J .  B .  Short . 

Extractor  for  Bottle  Stop¬ 
pers  or  Corks. 

850,722 

April 

16, 1907 

H.  Bartow . 

Bottle  Stopper  Attachment. 

854,812 

May 

28, 1907 

J.  B.  Dodge . 

Cork  Extractor. 

871,006 

Nov. 

12, I907 

R.  0.  Toan . 

Cork  Extractor. 

875.956 

Jan. 

7, 1907 

D.  B.  Sanford . 

Handle  for  Bottle  Stoppers. 

BOTTLE  CLOSURES  AND  BOTTLE  CLOSING  APPARATUS. 


849,960 

April 

9. i9°7 

A.  E.  Balchelder. .  . 

Bottle  Closure. 

850.4°3 

April 

16, 1907 

J.  M.  Selden . 

Combined  Cork  Holder  and 

Bottle  Stopper. 

850.437 

April 

16, 1907 

D.  O.  Lvnch . 

Bottle  Closure. 

830,613 

April 

16, 1907 

F.  H.  Bills . 

Bottle  Closure. 

852. 5r9 

May 

7, 1907 

J.  A.  Nee . 

Closure  for  Bottles. 

853.449 

May 

14, 1907 

V.  T.  G.  Freund .... 

Bottle  Closure. 

853.775 

May 

14, 1907 

F.  Dingn^an . 

Bottle  Closure. 

854.845 

May 

28, 1907 

F.  T.  Robinson . 

Bottle  Closure. 

856,342 

June 

I I , I9O7 

V .  J  .  G.  Freund .... 

Bottle  Closure. 

859,100 

July 

2; 1907 

C.  M.  Niles . 

Bottle. 

859. 121 

July 

2, 1908 

C.  R.  Schmidt . 

Method  of  Effecting  the 

Closure  of  Bottles. 

862,307 

July 

3°, I9°7 

F.W.  H.Clay . 

Bottle  Closure. 

862,308 

Aug. 

6, 1907 

F.W.H.Clay . 

Bottle  Closure. 

862,481 

Aug. 

6, 1907 

J.  V.  Hull . 

Closure  for  Bottles. 

864,757 

Aug. 

27, I9O7 

W.  F.  Purcell . 

Bottle  Closure. 

866.423 

Sept. 

T7, I9O7 

T.  L.  Connors . 

Bottle  Closure. 

867,705 

Oct. 

8, 1907 

M.  D.  Converse .... 

Closure  for  Bottles,  etc. 

868,225 

Oct. 

T5. 1907 

C.  Schonert  and  R. 

Schweitzer . 

Bottle  Closure  and  Seal. 

869,963 

Nov. 

5. r9°7 

Ph.  Doersch . 

Bottle  Closure. 

870,243 

Nov. 

5, 1907 

A.  Morehouse . 

Bottle  Closure. 

871,364 

Nov. 

19, I9O7 

C.  R.  Schmidt . 

Bottle  Closure. 

871,697 

Nov. 

TQ, I907 

M.  Hofheimer . 

Closure  for  Bottles. 

872,403 

Dec. 

3 ,  I  Q  0  7 

H.  S  Brewington.. . 

Bottle  Closure. 

873,869 

Dec 

17, 1907 

R.  Koch . 

Bottle  Closure. 

873.970 

Dec. 

17, I9O7 

M.  D.  Converse.  .  .  . 

Closure  for  Bottles,  etc. 

877,805 

Jan. 

28,  1908 

C.  B.  Stillwell . 

Bottle  Closure 

881,770 

Mar. 

10, 1908 

John  Dickens . 

Bottle  Closure. 

882,549 

Mar. 

17, IQO7 

E.  D.  Chellis . 

Closure  for  Containing  Ves- 

sels. 
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BOTTLING — Continued. 


BOTTLE  CORKING  AND  WIRING  MACHINES. 


Number. 

Date. 

Inventor. 

Description. 

853-869 

May 

21, I907 

J.  A.  Goebler . 

Bottle  Wire  Cutter. 

861 ,97 1 

July 

30, 1907 

F.  Graesser . 

Machine  for  Wiring  Corked 
Bottles. 

863,501 

Aug. 

T3, I9°7 

A.  F.  Biehler . 

Corking  Machine  Attach¬ 
ment 

882,612 

Mar. 

24, 1908 

F.  Barthold . 

Corking  Machine. 

882,663 

Mar. 

24, 1908 

F.  Barthold . 

Corking  Machine. 

BOTTLE  SHIPPING  CASES,  BOTTLE  ENVELOPES,  Etc. 


882 ,470 


Mar.  17,  1908 

John  M.  Jetter  and  j 

F.  Drews .  ] 

Beer  Case  Curtain. 


*  BOTTLE  STOPPERS  AND  STOPPERING  APPLIANCES. 


851,990 

April  30,  1907 

E.  C.  Leach . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

853.097 

May  7,  1907 

M.  Linker . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

853, x95 

May  7,  1907 

W.  D.  Wheat . 

Bottle  Stopper 

854,201 

May  21,  1907 

A.  M.  Edwards,  Jr. . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

856,472 

June  11, 1907 

G.  Kirkegaard . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

856,840 

June  11, 1907 

F.  A.  Bird . 

Stopper  or  Closure  for  Bot¬ 
tles. 

860,995 

July  23,1907 

M.  Ryan . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

86l  ,2QQ 

July  30, 1907 

A.  A.  Low . 

Stopper  for  Vessels. 

861,697 

July  30, 1907 

H.  N.  Balcom  and 
G.  F.  Balcom . 

Device  for  Attaching  Rub¬ 
ber  Disks  to  Bottle  Stop¬ 
pers. 

864,t6l 

Aug.  27,  1907 

Ira  B.  Coy.. .  . . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

865,405 

Sept.  10, 1907 

P.  H.  A.  Leder  and 
B.  F.  Schubert. .  . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

865,406 

Sept.  10,  1907 

M.  Linker . 

Bottle  Stopper 

867,703 

Oct.  8,  1907 

F.  E.  Clark . 

Bottle  Stopper  and  Stop¬ 
pered  Bottle.  - 

867,793 

Oct.  8,  1907 

F.  E.  Clark . 

Bottle  Stopper  and  ^Stop¬ 
pered  Bottle. 

868,874 

Oct,  22,  1907 

G.  Hoolcham . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

869,700 

Oct.  29,  1907 

| . J  .  Fraser . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

871,041 

Nov.  12,  1907 

J.  A.  Moller,  Jr . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

872,660 

Dec.  3,  1907 

J.  Lowman . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

873. ' 087 

Dec.  10,  1907 

J.  Repetto . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

873,867 

Dec.  17,  1907 

G.  Kirkegaard . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

874,875 

Dec.  24,  1907 

G.  Kirkegaard . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

875,397 

Dec.  31,  1907 

E.M.  Willis . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

878,175 

Feb.  4, 1908 

J.  S.  Alston . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

883,259 

Mar.  31,  1908 

H.  Tueckmantel.  .  . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

883,544 

Mar.  31,  1908 

G.  Kirkegaard  and 

F.  Tebsen . 

Bottle  Stopper. 

883,590 

Mar.  31,  1908 

B.  D.  Thompson.  .  . 

Detachable  Stopper  Holder 
for  Bottles. 
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RESIDUAL  PRODUCTS. 


Number. 

Date. 

Inventor. 

Description. 

849,044 

April  2,  1907 

H.  B  rinker . 

Rotary  Drier. 

852,765 

May  7,  1907 

A.  L.  Brannock. . .  . 

Grain  Drier. 

853,260 

May  14,  1907 

E.  Passburg . 

Vacuum  Drying  Apparatus. 

855, 3*2 

May  28,  1907 

J.  A.  Higdon . 

Grain  Dryer. 

857,161 

June  18, 1907 

W.  M.  Cummer.  .  .  . 

Mechanical  Drier. 

861,354 

July  3°,  I9°7 

J.  R.  Brooks . 

Grain  Drier. 

863,704 

Aug.  20,  1907 

A.  0.  Dupuy . 

Drying  Apparatus. 

868,475 

Oct.  15,  1907 

R.  G.  Poncet . 

Rotary  Drying  Machine. 

87°, 133 

Nov.  5,  1907 

A.  C.  Sargent . 

Drier. 

873,796 

Dec.  17,  1907 

F.  G.  Sargent . 

Drier. 

858,874 

Jan.  7,1908 

J.  Weintz . 

Drier. 

877,942 

Feb.  4, 1908 

S.  J.  McCarthy . 

Grain  Drying  and  Cooling 
Machine. 

879,206 

Feb.  18, 1908 

K.  F. Snow . 

Drier. 

880,917 

Mar.  3,  1908 

H.  W.  Rayner . 

Drier. 

Development  of  the  Brewing  Industry  in  the  United  States. 

DURING  THE  YEARS  1863-1907. 

Published  by  the  U.  S.  Brewers’  Association. 
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APPENDIX. 


TABLES  OF  STATISTICS. 

INTERNAL  REVENUE. 


A.— Receipts  from  tax  on  beer  by  the  United  States  Treasury, 
for  the  fiscal  years  ended  June  30,  1906  and  1907 :  — 


From  barrel  tax  on  beer 
Brewers’  special  tax. . . . 
Dealers  in  malt  liquors. 

Total . 

which  shows  on 


1906. 

$54,651,636.63 

162,637.57 

827,584.36 

$55,641,858.56 

1906. 


1907. 

$58,546,110.69 

152,712.61 

868,994.88 

$59,567,818.18 

1907. 


Increase. 


Increase. 


Barrel  tax .  $5,192,096.70 

Decrease. 

Brewers’ special  tax .  $2,104.22 

and  on 

Increase. 

Dealers  in  malt  liquors .  $91,312.90 


$3,894,474.06 

Decrease. 

$9,924.96 

Increase. 

$41,410.52 


Increase,  Net. 

Total .  $5,281,305.38 

The  quantity  of  fermented  liquors  manufactured  during  the 
years  on  which  tax  was  paid,  is  as  follows: — 

1906. 


Increase,  Net. 

$3,925,959.62 
last  two  fiscal 


1907. 


N umber  of  barrels 


54,651,637  58,516,111 


Receipts  for  the  fiscal  years  ended  June  30,  1906  and  1907 :  — 


Fermented  Liquors. 

Year  ended 
June  30,  1906. 

Y'ear  ended 
June  30, 1907. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Fermented  Liquors, tax  of  $1.00  per 
barrel . 

$54,651,636.63 

$58,546,110.69 

$3,894,474.06 

Brewers  (special  tax).  . . . 

162,637.57 

152,712.61 

$9,924.96 

R  etail  Dealers  in  Malt  Liquors 

(special  tax) . 

311,698.04 

318,277.54 

6,579.50 

.... 

Wholesale  Dealers  in  Malt  Liquors 

(special  tax) . 

515,886.32 

550,717.34 

34,831.02 

•  Total . 

$55,641,858.56 

$59,567,818.18 

$3,935,884.58 

$9,924.96 

Net  Increase,  $3,925,959.62 
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Ai. — Receipts  for  lirst  three  months,  current  fiscal  year. 

The  following  table  shows  the  receipts  from  fermented  liquors  for  the 
first  three  months  of  the  fiscal  years  ended  June  30,  1907  and  ending  June 
30,  1908.  A  comparison  of  the  receipts  for  the  two  periods  is  also  given. 


FERMENTED  LIQUORS. 

Amount  of  tax  paid  during  first 
three  months  of  fiscal  year — 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

1907 

1908. 

Ale,  beer,  lager  beer,  porter,  and  other 

similar  fermented  liquors . 

$17,786,144.94 

$18,898,160.68 

$1,112,015.74 

Brewers  (special  tax) . 

80,450.00 

87,002.11 

6,552.11 

Retail  dealers  in  malt  liquors  (special 

198,177.62 

208,822.56 

10,644.94 

Wholesale  dealers  in  malt  liquors 

304,889.98 

324,143.25 

19,753.27 

$18,369,162.54 

$19,518,128.60 

$1,148,966.06 
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RETURNS  OF  FERMENTED  LIQUORS  BY  FISCAL  YEARS. 


B  — STATEMENT  showing  the  INTERNAL  REVENUE  RECEIPTS  from  FER¬ 
MENTED  LIQUORS  at  SIXTY  CENTS,  ONE  DOLLAR,  ONE  DOLLAR  AND 
SIXTY  CENTS  and  TWO  DOLLARS  per  BARREL,  of  THIRTY-ONE 
GALLONS,  the  TAX— PAID  QUANTITIES,  THE  AGGREGATE  COL¬ 
LECTIONS,  AMOUNTS  REFUNDED,  and  the  AGGREGATE  PRODUCTION, 
from  September  1,  1862,  to  lune  30,  1907. 


Fiscal  years  ended 
June  30. 

Rates  of 
Tax 

Collections  at 
each  Rate. 

Quantities 

in 

1863 . | 

$1  00 

$885,271  88 

Barrels. 

885,272 

60 

672,811  53 

l,121,a53 

1864 . j 

60 

1,376,491  12 

2,294,152 

1  00 

847,228  61 

847,229 

1865 . 

1  00 

3,657,181  06 

3,657,181 

1866 . 

1  00 

5,115,140  49 

5,115,140 

1867 . 

1  00 

5,819,345  49 

6,207,402 

1868 . 

1  00 

5,685,663  70 

6,146,663 

1869 . 

1  00 

5,866,400  98 

6,342,055 

1870 . 

1  00 

6,081,520  54 

6,574,617 

1871 . 

1  00 

7,159,740  20 

7,740,260 

1872 . 

1  00 

8,009,969  72 

8  659,427 

1873 . 

1  00 

8,910,823  83 

9,633,323 

1874 . 

1  00 

8,880,829  68 

9,600,897 

1875 . 

1  00 

8,743,744  62 

9,452,697 

1876 . 

1  00 

9,159,675  95 

9,902,352 

1877 . 

1  00 

9,074,305  93 

9,810,060 

1878 . 

1  00 

9,473,360  70 

10,241,471 

1879 . 

1  00 

10,270,352  83 

11,103,084 

1880 . 

1  00 

12,346,077  26 

13,347,111 

1881 . 

1  00 

13,237,700  63 

14,311,028 

1882 . 

1  00 

15,680.678  54 

16,952,085 

1883 . 

1  00 

16,426,050  11 

17,757,892 

1884 . 

1  00 

17.573,722  88 

18,998,619 

1885 . 

1  00 

17,747,006  11 

19,185,953 

1886 . 

1  00 

19,157,612  87 

20,710,933 

1887 . 

1  00 

21,387,411  79 

23,121,526 

1888 . 

1  00 

22,829,202  90 

24,680.219 

1889 . 

1  00 

23,235,863  94 

25,119,853 

1890 . 

1  00 

25,494,798  50 

27,561,944 

1891 . 

1  00 

28,192,327  69 

30,478,192 

1892 . . . 

1  00 

29,431,498  06 

31,817,836 

1893 . 

1  00 

31,962,743  15 

34,554,317 

1894 . 

1  00 

30,834,674  01 

33,334,783 

1895 . 

1  00 

31,044.304  84 

33,561,411 

1896 . 

1  00 

33,139,141  10 

35,826,098 

1897 . 

1  00 

31,841,362  40 

34,423,094 

1898 . 

J  1  00 

34,480,524  23 

35,112,426 

1  2  00 

4,404,627  40 

2,380,880 

1899 . 

j  1  00 

2,070  31 

2,070 

1  2  00 

67  671.231  00 

38,579,044 

1900 . 

2  00 

72,762,070  56 

39,330,849 

1901 . 

2  00 

74,956,593  87 

40.517.078 

1902 . 

1  60 

71,166,711  65 

44,478,832 

1903 . 

1  00 

46,652,577  14 

46,650,730 

1904 . 

1  00 

48,208,132  56 

48.208,133 

1905 . 

1  00 

49,459,539  93 

49,459,540 

1906 . 

1  00 

54,651,636  63 

54,651,637 

1907 . 

1  00 

58  546,110  69 

58,546,111 

Total . 

.... 

$1,120,213,861  61 

1,036,994,859 

Aggregate 

Collections 


J-  $1,  628,933  82 

[  2,290,009  14 

3,734,928  06 
5,220,552  72 
6,057,500  63 
5,955,868  92 
6,099,879  54 
6,319,126  90 
.  7,389,501  82 

8,258  498  46 
9,324,937  84 
9,304,679  72 
9,144,004  41 
9,571,280  66 
9,480  789  17 
9,937,051  78- 
10,729,320  08 
12,829,802  84 
13,700,241  21 
16,153,920  42 
16,900,615  81 
18,084,954  11 
18,230,782  03 
19.667,731  29 
21,922,187  49 
23,324,218  48 
23,723,835  26 
26,008,534  74 
28,565,129  92 
30,037,452  77 
32,548,983  07 
31,414.788  04 
31,640,617  54 
33,784,235  26 
32,472,162  07 

39,515,421  14 

68,644,558  45 
73,550,754  49 
75,669,907  65 
71,988,902  39 
47,547,856  08 
49,083.458  77 
50,360,553  18 
55,641.858  56 
59  567,818  18 


$1,143,037,144  91 


Refunded 


24,090  61 
800  00 
4,288  80 
1,365  82 
1,747  11 
1,122  42 
849  12 
8,860  54 
21,107  84 
3,098  69 
1,291  55 
30  75 


243,033  20 


7,382  78 
133  33 
3,974  59 


31  67 
20  00 
21,559  23 
24,577  62 
188  20 
4,993  90 


1,106  90 
117,559  91 
83,539  58 
9,177  69 
20,538  81 
44,396  35 
8,934  26 r- 
20,261  45' 
7,488  11 


$687,550  83 


Aggregate 

Production 

in 


Barrels. 

2,006,625 


3,141,381 

3,657,181 

5,115,140 

6,207,402 

6,146,663 

6,342,055 

6,574,617 

7,740,260 

8,659,427 

9,633,323 

9,600,897 

9,452,697 

9,902,352 

9,810,060 

10,241,471 

11,103,084 

13,347,111 

14,311,028 

16,952,085 

17,757,892 

18,998,619 

19,185,953 

20,710,933 

23,121,526 

24,680,219 

25,119,853 

27,561,944 

30,497,209 

31,856,626 

34.591.179 
33,362,373 
33,589,784 
33,859,250 
34,462,822 

37,529,339 

36,697,634 

39,471,593 

40,614,258 

44,550,127 

46.720.179 
48,265,168 
49,522,029 
54,724,553 
58,622,002 


1,038,017,923 


Note.— Prior  to  September  1,  1866,  the  tax  on  fermented  liquors  was  paidjin  currency,  and  the  full 
amount  of  tax  was  returned  by  collectors.  From  and  after  that  date  the  tax  was  paid  by  stamps,  on 
which  a  deduction  of  7J  per  cent,  was  allowed  to  brewers  using  them.* 

♦The  Act  of  July  24,  1897,  repealed  the  7J  per  cent,  discount.  The  Act  of  June  13,  1898  restored 
the  7J  per  cent,  discount. 

Under  the  Acts  of  March  2,  1901,  and  April  12,  1902,  no  provision  is  made  for  any  discount. 

The  difference  in  quantities  begining  with  1391  is  to  be  accounted  for  as  exported. 

Of  the  $637,550.83  refunded,  $355,485.76  was  refunded  from  Fermented  Liquors  to  Brewers  and 
$332,065.07  to  others  than  Brewers. 
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RETURNS  OF  FERMENTED  LIQUORS  UNDER  EACH  ACT  OF  LEGISLATION. 

C. — STATEMENT,  showing  the  amount  of  Internal  Revenue  derived  from  Fer¬ 
mented,  Liquors  at  One  Dollar  and  Two  Dollars  per  Barrel,  and  at  One  Dollar 
and  Sixty  Cents  and  Sixty  Cents  per  Barrel ,  under  the  enactments  imposing 
those  rates,  the  quantities  on  which  the  Tax  was  paid ,  the  date  when  each  rate 
was  imposed  and  when  it  ended ,  and  the  length  of  time  each  rate  ivas  in  force , 
from  July  1,  1862 ,  to  June  30,  1907. 


Articles. 

Eates 
of  tax 

Dates  of  Acts. 

Length  of 
time  rates 

Collections 

Quantities 

per 

barrel. 

First  Impos¬ 
ing  the  tax. 

Limiting  tax. 

were  in 
force. 

at  each  rate. 

Ale,  beer,  lager  -  beer, 
porter  and  other  simi¬ 
lar  fermented  liquors. 

$1  00 

July  1, 1862 

Mar.  3,  1863 

Months. 

6 

$885,271  8S 

Barrels. 

885,272 

Ditto . 

60 

Mar.  3,  1863 

(Limiting  to 
Mar.  31, 1864) 

13 

2,049,302  65 

3,415,504 

Ditto . 

1  00 

.July  1,  1862 

41016 

568.800,055  65 

611.891,249 

Ditto . 

2  00 

June  13, 1898 

3616 

219,794,522  83 

118,807,851 

Ditto . 

1  60 

Mar.  2,  1901 

12 

71,166,711  65 

44,478,832 

Ditto . 

1  00 

April  12,1902 

60 

257,517,996  95 

257,516,151 

Total . 

$1,120,213,861  61 

1,036,994,859 

Note. — The  act  of  July  1  1862,  went  into  operation  September  1,  1862.  The  act  of  March  3,  1863, 
provided  that  the  tax  or.  fermented  liquors  should  be  60  cents  per  barrel  from  the  date  of  the  passage 
of  that  act  to  April  1,  1864.  Hence  the  tax  of  60  cents  per  barrel  having  expired  by  limitation  April 
1,  1864,  the  tax  of  $1  per  barrel  under  act  of  July  1,  1862,  was  again  revived,  and  this  rate  under  differ¬ 
ent  acts  continued  in  force  from  and  including  that  date  until  the  passage  of  the  act  of  June  13,  1898, 
when  the  tax  was  increased  to  $2  per  barrel.  The  Act  of  March  2,  1901.  reduced  the  tax  to  $1.60  per 
barrel  to  take  effect  July  1,  1901.  The  Act  of  April  12, 1902,  restored  the  tax  to  the  original  tax  of  $1.00 
per  barrel,  to  take  effect  July  1, 1902. 

D.—  Stamps  for  fermented  liquors  and  brewers’  permits  issued  to  collectors 
for  purchasers  during  the  ten  fiscal  years  ended  June  30,  1907. 


1898  . Number,  80,190,120  Value,  $87,403,355.00 

1899  .  “  90,507,900  “  81,835,928.00 

1900  . “  84,150,340  “  78.771,368.34 

1901  .  “  87,302,120  “  81,070.513.00 

1902  .  “  106,813,400  “  77,195,853.00 

1903  “  97,224,400  “  47,718,950.00 

1904  .  “  95,805,300  “  48,241,025.00 

1905  .  “  97,478,200  “  50,818,591.67 

1906  “  107,784.000  “  55,320,100.00 

1907  .  “  114,585.600  “  59,827,950.00 


Total .  962,841,380  $618,203,634.01 


— Statement  of  Fermented  Liquors  Removed  from  Breweries  in  Bond, 
Free  of  Tax,  from  July,  1,  1905  to  June  30,  1907,  under  Act  of  June  18, 1900. 


1906  1907 

Gallons.  Gallons. 

Removed  for  export  and  unaccounted  for  July  1, 

1906  and  1907,  respectively .  170,129  293.892 

Removed  for  direct  exportation .  259,625  327,662 

Removed  in  original  packages,  to  be  bottled  for 

export .  398,161  227,397 

Removed  by  pipe  line,  to  be  bottled  for  export -  1,602,642  1.797,573 

Excess  reported  by  bottlers .  4.134  5,435 

Total  .  2,434,691  2.651,959 
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E.  Continued. — Statement  of  Fermented  Liquors  Removed  from  Brew¬ 
eries  in  Bond,  Free  of  Tax,  from  July  1,  1905  to  June  30,  1907,  under  Act  of 
June  18,  1890. 


1906 

Gallons. 

1907 

Gallons. 

Exported  in  original  packages,  proofs  received. . . 

384,665 

352,782 

Exported  in  bottles,  proofs  received . 

1,723,408 

1,958,714 

Removed  for  export,  unaccounted  for,  tax  paid. . . 

9,011 

24,250 

Excess  reported  by  bottlers . 

23,715 

32,139 

Removed  for  export,  unaccounted  for.  June  30, 1906 
and  1907,  respectively . 

293,892 

284,074 

Total . 

2,434,691 

2,651,959 

Note. — The  last  drawback  amounting  to  $378.09,  was  paid  in  1892,  and  none  since. 


Ei. — Fermented  Liquors  removed  from  Breweries  in  Bond  for  Export 
during  the  years  ended  June  30,  1906  and  1907,  by  Districts. 


District. 

Alabama . 

California,  first.... 

“  fourth... 

Connecticut . 

Hawaii . 

Illinois,  first . 

Indiana,  sixth . 

Kentucky,  fifth. . . . 

Louisiana . 

Massachusetts,  third 

Minnesota . 

Missouri,  first . 

New  Jersey,  fifth. . . . 

New  York,  first . 

“  second.. 

“  third.... 

Ohio,  first . 

“  eleventh  . 

Tennessee,  fifth. 

Texas,  third.. _ _ _ 

Virginia,  sixth . 

Washington . 

Wisconsin,  first . 

“  second  . . 


1906 

Gallons. 

1907 

Gallons. 

23,994 

53,320 

2,050 

8,200 

5,533 

946 

651 

868 

620 

1,488 

1,953 

6,f  55 

4,991 

13,361 

6,672 

14,322 

1,320 

12,891 

6,549 

31,204 

613,724 

590,202 

7,462 

6,402 

33,526 

40,378 

12,354 

14,105 

8,663 

7,460 

39,866 

11,749 

34,255 

29,543 

1,354 

18,010 

36,186 

248 

1,268 

292,562 

197,549 

1,095,865 

1,218,738 

46,350 

57,953 

2,260,428 

2,352,632 

F. — Table  showing  by  States  and  Territories  the  production  and  the  collections,  also  the  per  centum 
of  each  of  total  collections  from  fermented  liquors  for  the  years  ended  June  30,  1906  and  1907. 
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F  (continued). — Table  showing  by  States  and  Territories  the  production  and  the  collections,  aho  the  per 
centum  of  each  of  total  collections  from  fermented  liquors  for  the  years  ended  June  30,  1906  and  1907. 
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G.— Table  showing  the  number  of  persons  who  paid  special  taxes  as 
brewers,  retail  and  wholesale  dealers  in  malt  liquors,  and  retail  and 
wholesale  liquor  dealers,  for  the  li  cal  years  ended  June  30th,  1906  and 
1907:— 


STATES  AND  TERRITORIES. 

Brewers. 

Retail  Dealers 
in 

Malt  Liquors. 

Wholesale 
Dealers  in 

Malt  Liquors. 

Retail 

Liquor  Dealers. 

Wholesale 
Liquor  Dealers,  j 

1906 

1907 

1906 

1907 

1906 

1907 

1906 

1907 

1906 

1907 

l 

Alabama . 

5 

4 

365 

392 

70 

100 

1,779 

1,748 

90 

68 1 

2 

Arkansas . 

1 

1 

95 

102 

73 

73 

1,495 

1,106 

60 

63[ 

3 

California . 

112 

109 

345 

381 

306 

337 

15,561 

14,576 

596 

651! 

4 

Colorado . 

11 

15 

187 

183 

215 

186 

3,011 

3,310 

96 

120 

5 

Connecticut . 

25 

26 

114 

164 

209 

215 

3,524 

3,498 

66 

581 

6 

Delaware . 

6 

6 

13 

12 

12 

9 

435 

410 

7 

7 

7 

Florida . 

2 

1 

126 

144 

52 

52 

881 

932 

32 

42 

8 

Georgia . 

5 

6 

267 

207 

53 

57 

1,551 

1,427 

78 

105 

9 

Idaho  . 

15 

17 

39 

52 

62 

74 

1,335 

1,420 

25 

26 

10 

Illinois . 

124 

120 

1.530 

1,575 

919 

919 

23,058 

22,036 

408 

428  i 

11 

Indiana . 

46 

47 

796 

733 

514 

482 

9.330 

8,936 

88 

83 

12 

Iowa . 

22 

21 

591 

585 

513 

515 

4,353 

4,491 

78 

81 

13 

Kansas . 

2 

2 

594 

637 

119 

101 

3,425 

2,583 

28 

28 

14 

Kentucky . 

22 

24 

395 

261 

116 

92 

4,050 

3,640 

253 

296 

15 

Louisiana . 

10 

10 

150 

155 

90 

101 

4,707 

4,725 

120 

153 

16 

Maine . 

4 

5 

471 

468 

24 

27 

128 

358 

2 

10 

*17 

Maryland . 

20 

24 

102 

97 

127 

159 

4,801 

4,841 

192 

134 

18 

Massachusetts. . 

37 

39 

142 

140 

418 

418 

4,931 

4,826 

206 

212 

19 

Michigan . 

96 

90 

499 

531 

335 

354 

9,101 

9,298 

91 

77! 

20 

Minnesota . 

84 

84 

1,036 

1,197 

528 

557 

6,558 

6,573 

120 

122; 

21 

Mississippi. . . . 

32 

65 

21 

27 

575 

515 

28 

35 

22 

Missouri . 

60 

55 

718 

699 

492 

488 

8,953 

9,070 

206 

221 

23 

Montana . 

23 

25 

124 

123 

143 

116 

2,098 

2,154 

59 

47! 

24 

Nebraska . 

18 

17 

204 

266 

515 

534 

2,605 

2,526 

45 

5ij 

25 

Nevada  . 

6 

6 

11 

13 

56 

60 

1,481 

1,696 

36 

35 

26 

New  Hampshire 

5 

5 

60 

101 

73 

78 

912 

920 

21 

26 

27 

New  Jersey. . . . 

46 

45 

280 

299 

402 

581 

10,900 

10,588 

180 

175' 

28 

New  York . 

238 

214 

460 

478 

597 

623 

34,264 

34,753 

,191 

1,208 

29 

North  Carolina. 

227 

327 

25 

27 

774 

817 

39 

50, 

30 

North  Dakota. . . 

605 

850 

67 

68 

977 

1,055 

7 

3j 

31 

Ohio . . 

128 

143 

360 

306 

657 

661 

18,633 

13,616 

443 

351 

32 

Oregon . 

28 

27 

44 

50 

72 

134 

2,357 

2,295 

63 

70| 

33 

Pennsylvania. . . 

244 

248 

699 

762 

1,083 

1,099 

18,591 

18,689 

589 

572 

34 

Rhode  Island. . . 

6 

7 

29 

21 

56 

52 

1,922 

1,893 

46 

37 

35 

South  Carolina. 

1 

1 

58 

151 

13 

75 

498 

665 

5 

10 

36 

South  Dakota. . . 

4 

4 

104 

156 

107 

175 

1,293 

1,426 

22 

26 

37 

Tennessee . 

4 

8 

•142 

196 

115 

51 

2,192 

2,064 

93 

81 

38 

Texas . 

17 

19 

2,666 

2,984 

343 

349 

3,249 

3,585 

58 

84 

39 

Utah . 

5 

5 

55 

60 

43 

53 

956 

984 

24 

21 

40 

Vermont  . 

77 

93 

18 

23 

228 

242 

2 

5 

41 

Virginia  . . 

7 

8 

151 

172 

76 

82 

2,502 

2,357 

56 

89 

42 

Washington  . . . 

42 

39 

103 

163 

151 

202 

3,780 

4,271 

78 

115' 

43 

West  Virginia. . 

31 

19 

447 

177 

224 

202 

1,734 

1,555 

36 

25 

44 

Wisconsin . 

159 

156 

810 

855 

445 

590 

11,777 

12,141 

118 

120 

45 

Wyoming . 

3 

187 

44 

11 

66 

650 

618 

75 

33 

1 

Alaska . 

9 

6 

3 

5 

12 

10 

580 

527 

12 

20 

2 

Arizona . 

3 

2 

14 

9 

40 

48 

1,275 

1  309 

23 

27 

3 

District  of  Columbia.  . 

5 

5 

81 

65 

25 

29 

992 

930 

31 

32 

4 

Indian  Territory . 

... 

346 

549 

45 

44 

130 

55 

.  .  . 

2 

5 

New  Mexico. . . 

2 

2 

12 

14 

40 

52 

986 

1.097 

25 

22 

6 

Oklahoma  . 

3 

2 

123 

188 

144 

99 

1.155 

962 

16 

27 

7 

Hawaii . 

1 

1 

5 

9 

5 

.8 

367 

339 

48 

54 

8 

Philippine  Islands  .... 

.  .  . 

•  .  . 

.  .  . 

.  .  . 

.  .  . 

9 

Porto  Rico . 

Total . 

1,747 

1,720 

17,094  18,266 

10,871 

11,534 

243,400 

236,448 

6,311 

6,439 

♦Includes  Accomac  and  Northampton  counties,  Virginia. 
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H. — Table  showing  Tax  paid  Fermented  and  Distilled  Liquors,  corresponding  Quantities, 
estimated  increase  of  Population,  and  Quantity  per  Capita  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30, 
1907,  by  States  and  Territories. 


STATES  AND  TERRITORIES 

FERMENTED  LIQUORS 

DISTILLED  LIQUORS 

Population 
Estimated 
Increase 
since  1900 
86,074  000 
(12.805%) 

t  Per  Capita 
Quantity 

Tax  paid  at  $1.00 
per  Barrel  of 

31  Gallons 

Quantities 

Tax  Paid  at  $1.10 
per  Gallon 

Quantities 

Liqu 

T> 

£  a 

£  £ 

5 

ors 

,  *o 

s§ 

Gall. 

Gall. 

Galt. 

Gall. 

1 

Alabama. . . . 

$113,247  00 

3,510,657 

$244,667  37 

222,425 

2,062,860 

1.70 

.11 

2 

Arkansas. . . . 

10,100  00 

313,100 

58,941  17 

53,583 

1,479,509 

.21 

.04 

3 

California.  . 

1,203,263  50 

37,301,184 

3,474,407  52 

3,158,552 

1,675,214 

21. <15 

1.89 

4 

Colorado . 

399,046  00 

12,370,426 

65,733  50 

59,758 

608,808 

17.35 

.10 

5 

Connecticut 

1,222,755  00 

37,905,405 

153,816  56 

139,833 

1,024,743 

25.13 

.14 

*  6 

208,390 

24.19 

2  68 

7 

Florida . 

17,200  00 

533.200 

155  87 

142 

596,220 

.89 

.00 

8 

Georgia . 

175,860  00 

5,451,660 

356,189  12 

323,808 

2,500,130 

2.10 

.13 

*  9 

Idaho . 

182,486 

17.05 

.02 

10 

Illinois . 

5,423,280  00 

168,121,680 

45,731,901  73 

41,574,456 

5-43S,949 

30.91 

7.64 

11 

Indiana . 

1,412,325  75 

43,782,106 

27,589,564  20 

25,081,422 

2,838,694 

15.42 

8.84 

12 

Iowa . 

420.956  02 

13,049,636 

5,234  79 

4,759 

2,517,640 

5.18 

.00 

13 

Kansas . 

41,985  00 

1,301,535 

21,290  91 

19,355 

1,658,790 

.51 

.01 

14 

Kentucky .... 

743,533  06 

23  049,523 

24,161,926  61 

21,965,388 

2,422,119 

9.52 

9.07 

15 

Louisiana..  . 

490,265  00 

15,198,215 

3,807,807  74 

3.461,643 

1,558,542 

4.59 

2  22 

*16 

Maine . 

783,392 

6  13 

.03 

17 

Maryland..  .. 

1,453,782  25 

45,067,242 

3,594,483  26 

3,594,483 

1,340,173 

24.19 

2  68 

18 

Massachusetts . 

2,158,850  25 

66,924.350 

935,314  95 

850,286 

3,164,570 

21.15 

.27 

19 

Michigan . 

1,521,305  50 

47,160,455 

1  422,254  68 

1,292,959 

2,730,988 

17.27 

.47 

20 

Minnesota.  .  . 

1,238,931  67 

38.406,892 

99  44 

90 

1,975,660 

19.44 

.00 

*21 

Mississippi 

1,749,910 

4  59 

2.22 

22 

Missouri . 

3,848,693  02 

119,309,483 

477,604  75 

434,186 

3,504,473 

34.04 

.12 

23 

Montana . 

422,960  00 

13,111,760 

4,663  23 

4,239 

274,487 

17.05 

.02 

24 

Nebraska. ... 

355,570  00 

11.022.670 

2,160,162  18 

1,963,784 

1,202.839 

9.16 

1.64 

*25 

Nevada . 

47,755 

21.65 

1.89 

26 

New  Hampshire.  .  . 

323,363  25 

10,024,253 

14,566  20 

13,240 

464,290 

6.13 

.03 

27 

New  Jersey. . 

3,138,397  92 

97,290,338 

44,199  97 

40,182 

2,124,872 

45.79 

.02 

28 

New  York. . . 

13,016,903  00 

403,524,024 

8,964,422  68 

8.149,475 

8,199,675 

49.21 

.99 

29 

North  Carolina 

694,971  22 

631,792 

2,136,312 

.30 

30 

North  Dakota .  ... 

41,277  50 

1,279,587 

360,012 

1.57 

31 

Ohio . 

4,323,140  58 

134,017,371 

12,447,690  59 

11.316,082 

4,689,918 

28.57 

2.41 

32 

Oregon . 

205,756  50 

6,378,467 

76,871  30 

69,883 

466,489 

13.67 

.15 

33 

Pennsylvania 

7,541,795  75 

233,795,676 

7,852,684  15 

7,138,804 

7,109,100 

32.89 

1.00 

*34 

Khode  Island 

483,432 

25.13 

.14 

35 

South  Carolina. . . . 

3,001  00 

93,031 

181,120  23 

164,655 

1,511,943 

.06 

.11 

*36 

South  Dakota  . 

452,990 

1.57 

37 

Tennessee . . . 

290.895  25 

9,017,745 

1,513,711  90 

1,376,102 

2,279,355 

3.96 

.60 

38 

Texas . 

556,776  00 

17,260,056 

143  26 

130 

3,439,097 

5.02 

.00 

*39 

Utah . . . 

312,186 

17.05 

.02 

*40 

Vermont 

387,644 

6.13 

.03 

41 

Virginia  .... 

209,843  75 

6,505  133 

670,625  14 

609,659 

2,091,612 

3.11 

.29 

42 

Washington . 

855,963  55 

26,534,884 

2,506  26 

2,278 

584,446 

40.44 

.00 

43 

)Vest  Virginia .  ... 

334,241  00 

10,361  471 

243,824  45 

221,659 

1,081,574 

9.58 

.20 

44 

Wisconsin.. . 

4,985,139  12 

154,539,309 

2,404,316  97 

2,185,743 

2,333,982 

66.21 

.94 

*45 

Wvomine\ 

104,379 

17.35 

.10 

*  1 

A  la,ska, 

71,7  4 

40.44 

.00 

*  2 

Arizona, 

• 

138,672 

2.53 

.00 

*  3 

Dist.  of  Columbia 

314,407 

24.19 

2.22 

4 

Hawaii . 

16,360  00 

507,160 

11,674  85 

10,616 

173,720 

2  92 

.06 

*  5 

442.263 

.51 

.01 

6 

New  Mexico. 

29,347  50 

909,757 

341  88 

311 

220,319 

2.53 

.00 

*  7 

Oklahoma, . 

449,337 

.51 

.01 

8 

Philippine  Islands. 

9 

Porto  Rino  . 

10 

In  Milt’ry  -  Nav’l  Ser. 

102.899 

.  . 

$58,546,110.69 

1,814,92  9,441 

- 

$149,749,3  38.63 

1  3  6, 1  3  5,7  62' 

86,074,01)0 

21.08 

1.58 

*See  Foot  Notes  to  Table  F. 

+The  “  per  Capita"  quantity  has  been  calculated  only  to  include  the  one  hundredth  part  of  a  gallon. 
*  (tf)  of  a  gill.) 
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IMPORTS  AND  EXPORTS 

— OF— 

Malt  Liquors,  Hops,  Barley-Malt,  and  Rice  Meal, 
Rice  Flour,  and  Broken  Rice 


DURING  THE  FISCAL  YEARS  BELOW  ENUMERATED 


A.— Import  of  foreign  beer,  ale,  porter  and  other  malt  liquors 
for  the  last  ten  fiscal  years  : — 

In  Bottles  or  Jugs.  In  Other  Coverings. 


1898  ... 

Gallons. 

. .  733.535 

Value. 

$695,102 

Gallons. 

1,777,202 

Value. 

$506,428 

1899. . . . 

. .  918,562 

917,186 

1,928,672 

570,692 

1900.... 

. .  1,081,818 

1,079,723 

2,228,502 

647,533 

1901.... 

. .  1,151,891 

1,166,123 

2,447,555 

719,092 

1902.... 

. .  1,198,406 

1,161,965 

2,553,105 

718,383 

1903. . . . 

. .  1,292,475 

1,252,047 

2,966,343 

835,694 

1904 . 

...  1,467,756 

1,385,818 

3,197,955 

927,507 

1905. . . . 

. .  1,362,089 

1,285,576 

3,836,487 

1,119,768 

1906.... 

. .  1,582,619 

1,466,228 

4,395,032 

1,272,627 

1907. . . . 

. .  2,041,688 

1,902,655 

5,165,929 

1,506,108 

Total.  . 

..12,830,839 

$12,312,423 

30,496,782 

$8,823,832 

Of  the  foreign  beer,  etc.,  imported  in  1907,  there  were  received : 


From  [Austria-Hungary . 

Gallons. 

517 

Value. 

$  361 

Gallons.  Value. 

2,577,230  $  809,583 

Germany . 

64,279 

46,116 

1,885,780  412,189 

Sweden . . . . 

.  52,650 

36,659 

.... 

United  Kingdom . 

1,897,243 

1,793,632 

697,638  282,439 

All  other  countries,  less 
than  10,000  gallons. . . . 

26,999 

25,887 

5,281  1,897 

Total . 

,2,041,688 

$1,902,655 

5,165,929  $1,506,108 

Ah— Export  of  foreign  beer,  ale, 

porter  and 

other  malt  liquors 

for  the  last  ten  fiscal  years : 

1898 . 

Gallons. 

.  .  9,169 

Value. 

$7,119 

1899 . 

..16,425 

9,843 

1900 . . 

. .  7,841 

6,808 

1901 . 

. .  8,155 

6,454 

1902 . 

. .  5,147 

4,705 

1903 . 

. .  9,499 

7,693 

1904 . . 

. .  5,591 

6,074 

1905 . 

. .  4,972 

5,253 

1906 . 

. .  6,970 

5,139 

1907 . 

..13,475 

9,557 

Total . 

.88,244 

$68,643 

B. — Export  of  beer  and  ale  of  domestic  produce  for  the  last  ten 


years : — 

In  Bottles. 

Not  in  Bottles. 

Dozens. 

Value. 

Gallons. 

Value. 

1898.... 

. .  406,231 

$  497,031 

391,802 

$  88,548 

1899.... 

. .  1,433,799 

1,733,373 

602,055 

154,751 

1900.... 

. .  1,578,240 

1,945,059 

761,411 

194,157 

1901.... 

. .  1,351,772 

1,643,502 

333,673 

79,523 

1902.... 

. .  822,899 

1,199,293 

417,025 

90,769 

1903  ... 

. .  759,027 

1,082,982 

400,072 

95,758 

1904.... 

. .  540,301 

769,432 

382,346 

84,687 

1905.... 

. .  626,400 

932,372 

354,097 

80,436 

1906.... 

. .  727,731 

1,059,584 

256,575 

57,192 

1907.... 

. .  743,163 

1,128,226 

356,788 

87,114 

Total.  . 

..8,989,563 

$11,990,854 

4,255,844 

$1,012,935 
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C4 — Export  of  beer,  ale  and  porter  to  the  principal  foreign  countries  during  the  fiscal  years  ended  June  30,  1902,  1903, 
1904,  1905,  1906  and  1907.  not  in  bottles. 
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Ci  (continued).— Export  of  beer,  ale  and  porter  to  the  principal  foreign  countries  during  the  fiscal  years  ended  June  30, 
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HOPS. 


D. — Imports  of  Foreign  Hops  for  the  last  10  fiscal  years. 


Pounds. 

Value. 

Duty. 

Ad  valorem 
rate  of 
duty. 

1898 . 

. . .  2,375,922 

$648,155 

$285,111 

43.98# 

1899 . . 

...  1,319,319 

591,755 

158,318 

26.75# 

1900 . 

. . .  2,589,725 

713,701 

310,767 

43.54# 

1901  . 

. . .  2,606,708 

851,008 

312,805 

36.75# 

1902 . . 

. . .  2,805,293 

833,702 

336,635 

40.39# 

1903 . 

. . .  6,012,510 

1,808,491 

721,501 

39.89# 

1904 . 

. . .  2,758,163 

. . .  4,339.379 

1.374,327 

330,980 

24.08# 

1905 . 

1,980,804 

520,725 

26.28# 

1906 . 

. ..  10,113,989 

2,326,982 

1,213,679 

52.15# 

1907 . 

. ..  6,211,893 

1,974,900 

745,427 

37.74# 

Total . 

...  41,112,901 

$13,903,825 

$4,935,948 

Of  the  Foreign  Hops  imported  in  1907,  there  we  e  received: 


From  Austria-Hungary  . 

Pounds. 

1,471,449 

Value. 

$539,123 

From  Belgium . 

112,505 

45,167 

From  Germany . 

4,554,883 

1,370,845 

From  The  Netherlands . 

70,219 

18,870 

From  all  other  countries,  less 
10,000  pounds . 

than 

2,837 

895 

6,211,893  $1,974,900 

E. — Exports  of  Domestic  Hops  for  the  last  10  fiscal  years. 

1898  . . 

Pounds. 

17,161,669 

Value. 

$2,642,779 

1899 . 

21,145,512 

3,626,144 

1900 . 

12,639,474 

1,707,660 

1901 . 

14,963,676 

2,466,515 

1902 . 

10,715,151 

1,550,657 

1903 . 

7,794,705 

1,909,951 

1904 . 

10,985,988 

2,116,180 

1905 . 

14,858,612 

4,480,666 

1906 . 

13,026,904 

3,125,843 

1907 . 

16,809,534 

3,531,972 

Total . 

140,101,225 

$27,158,367 

Of  the  Domestic  Hops  exported  in 

1907,  there 

were  shipped 

To  the  United  Kingdom . 

Pounds. 

.  15,564,696 

Value. 

$3,315,791 

To  Canada . 

571,347 

96.822 

To  British  Australia,  Tasmania,  etc. 
(Oceania) . 

..  '  497.132 

86,298 

To  the  British  East  Indies . 

37,695 

6,414 

To  Belgium . 

29,455 

5,700 

To  Asiatic  Russia . 

17,940 

4,170 

To  Mexico . 

13,962 

3,054 

To  Newfoundland  and  Labrador 

10,989 

1.590 

To  all  other  countries,  less  than 
pounds  each . 

10,000 

.  66.318 

12,133 

16,809,534 

$3,531,972 
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EARLEY. 

F. — Importation  of  Foreign  Barley  for  the  last  10  fiscal  years. 


Bushels. 

Value. 

Duty. 

Ad  valorem 
rate  of 
duty. 

1898 . 

124,804 

$43,863 

$37,441 

85.352 

1899 . 

110,475 

53,696 

33,143 

61.722 

1900 . 

189.757 

91,040 

56,927 

62.522 

1901 . 

171,004 

84,073 

51,301 

61.022 

1902 . 

57,406 

33,221 

17,222 

51.842 

1903 . 

56,462 

30,201 

16,939 

56.082 

1904 . 

90,708 

45,245 

27,212 

60.142 

1905 . 

81,020 

39,546 

24,306 

61.462 

1906 . 

18,049 

9,803 

5,415 

55.232 

1907 . 

38,319 

14,033 

11,496 

81.922 

Total  . 

938,004 

$444,721 

$281,402 

Of  the  Foreign  Barley  imported  in  1907,  there  were  received 


From  Canada . 

All  other  countries  less,  than  1,000 
bushels . 

Total . 


Bushels. 

37,171 

1,148 

38,319 


Value. 

$12,984 

1,049 

$14,033 


G.— Exportation  of  Domestic  Barley  for  the  last  10  fiscal  years. 


1898  .  11,237,077 

1899  .  2,267,403 

1900  .  23,661,662 

1901  .  6,293,207 

1902  .  8,714,268 

1903  .  8,429,141 

1904  .  10,881,627 

1905  .  10,661,655 

1906  .  17,729,360 

1907  .  8,238,842 

Total  .  108,114,242 


To  the  United  Kingdom .  6,832,430 

To  Belgium . . 

To  the  Netherlands . 

To  Mexico . 

To  British  Australia,  Tasmania,  etc. 

To  Chile . 

To  Canada . 

To  Germany . 

To  all  other  countries,  less  than  5,000 
bushels  each . 


Bushels. 

Value. 

.  11,237,077 

$5,542,040 

.  2,267,403 

1,375,274 

.  23,661,662 

11,216,694 

.  6,293,207 

2,883,565 

.  8,714,268 

3,995,303 

.  8,429,141 

4,662,544 

.  10,881,627 

6,292,914 

.  10,661,655 

5,585,544 

.  17,729,360 

8,653,231 

.  8,238,842 

4,556,295 

108,114,242 

$54,763,404 

1907,  there 

were  ship 

Bushels. 

Value. 

,  6,832,430 

$3,718,473 

485,253 

258,899 

289,598 

147,837 

240,395 

188,048 

169,220 

118,961 

147,447 

88,613 

52,763 

24  469 

12,600 

5,670 

9,226 

5,325 

8,238,842 

$4,556,295 
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BARLEY-MALT- 

—Importations  of 

Foreign, 

FOR  THE  LAST 

1 0  fiscal  years. 

Bushels. 

Value. 

Ad  valorem  rate 
of duty. 

1898 . 

$4,412 

$48.64$ 

1899 . 

4,447 

50.43$ 

1900 . 

.  4,399 

4,127 

47.96$ 

1901 . 

.  4,580 

4,635 

44.46$ 

1902 . 

.  3,019 

2,929 

46.38$ 

1903  . 

.  2,468 

3,029 

36.66$ 

1904 . 

3,250 

47.97$ 

1905 . 

.  3,298 

3,580 

41.45$ 

1906 . 

.  2,458 

2,711 

40.80$ 

1907 . 

.  3,362 

3,917 

38.62$ 

Total . 

.  36,802 

$37,037 

The  importation,  owing  to  the  high  duty,  has  decreased  since 
1891  to  such  an  extent  that  it  has  almost  disappeared  as  a  factor 
in  the  brewing  interest. 

I.— RICE — Importations  of  Foreign,  for  the  last  10  fiscal  years 


RICE  MEAL,  RICE  FLOUR  AND  BROKEN  RICE. 


Pounds. 

Value. 

Duty. 

Ad  valorem  rate 
of  duty 

1898 . 

.  60,474,685 

$953,722 

$151,187 

15.85$ 

1899 . 

.  50,340,267 

777,378 

125,850 

16.18$ 

1900 . 

.  23,031,440 

374,121 

57,579 

15.39$ 

1901 . 

.  42,601,649 

736,854 

106,504 

14.45$ 

1902 . 

.  81,984,118 

1,330,711 

204,960 

15.40$ 

1903 . 

.  91,338,974 

1,329,235 

228,347 

17.17$ 

1904 . 

.  78,898,615 

1,204,092 

197,247 

16.38$ 

1905 . . 

.  63,075,006 

913,867 

157,688 

17.25$ 

1906 . 

.  108,079.166 

1,616,716 

270,198 

16.71$ 

1907 . 

. .  138,316,029 

2,273,999 

345,790 

15.20$ 

Total .  738,139,949  $11,510,695  $1,845,350 

Of  the  Foreign  Rice  Meal,  etc.,  imported  in  1907,  there  were 
received : 


Pounds. 

Value. 

From  Austria-Hungary. . . 

20,911,350 

$341,172 

From  Belgium . 

830,265 

13,426 

From  Germany . 

62,115.492 

1,013,036 

From  Italy . 

55,115 

1.704 

From  the  Netherlands . 

21.194,989 

362,587 

From  the  United  Kingdom . . 

22,378,676 

383,175 

From  Canada . . . . 

59,835 

1,337 

From  Chinese  Empire . 

From  British  India,  Straits  Settle- ) 

2,322,589 

33,893 

ments  and  other  Brit.  East  > 
Indies . ) 

528,400 

5,474 

From  Hong  Kong  . 

5,988,602 

88,613 

From  Japan . 

1,323,910 

21,278 

From  Siam . 

From  all  other  countries,  less  than 

606,463 

8,271 

1,000  lbs . . . . 

343 

33 

Total . 

138,316,029 

$2,273,999 
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Note. — Under  the  Act  approved  March  8,  1902,  the  duties  on  articles  and  merchandise  from  the  Philippine  Islands  are  75%  of  the  Dingley  Tariff, 
and  under  the  convention  entered  into  with  Cuba,  proclaimed  by  the  President  December  17,  1903,  a  reduction  of  20%  from  the  Dingley  duties  is  allow¬ 
able  on  articles  and  merchandise  from  Cuba. 
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A  LIST  OF  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATIONS  IN  THE 
UNITED  STATES. 

May,  1908. 

Note.  —  This  list  has  been  compiled  from  data  furnished  by  the  Secre¬ 
taries  of  local  associations,  and  is  supposed  to  be  fairly  correct. 

1. — THE  UNITED  STATES  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION. 

Organized  November  12th,  1862;  Incorporated  1877. 

Offices:  ioq-iii  East  15th  Street,  New  York  City,  N.  Y. 

Officers  : 

President,  Julius  Liebmann,  36  Forest  St.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

1st  Vice- Pres.,  Carl  J.  Hoster,  435  South  Front  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio. 
2ndVice-Pres.,  Jacob  Ruppert,  Jr.,  1639  Third  Ave.,  New  York  City. 

3rd  Vice  Pres.,  William  Hamm,  Greenbrier  and  Minnehaha  Aves.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn. 

Treasurer,  Anton  C.  G.  Hupfel,  229  E.  38th  St.,  N.  Y.  City. 

Secretary,  Hugh  F.  Fox,  109-m  E.  15th  St.,  New  York  City. 

Editor  Literary  Bureau,  Michael  Monahan. 

Financial  Secretary,  Charles  A.  Schultz. 

Number  of  members,  895. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Annual  Meeting  in  June  of  each  year. 

2. — NEW  ENGLAND  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  BOSTON,  MASS. 

Re-organized  1902. 

Office:  26  Pemberton  Square,  Boston,  Mass. 

Officers  : 

President,  Vacant. 

Vice-Pres. ,  N.  W.  Kendall,  New  Haven,  Conn. 

Treasurer,  Edward  Ruhl,  17  Otis  Street,  Boston. 

Secretary,  H.  V.  Huse,  26  Pemberton  Square,  Boston,  Mass. 

Number  of  members,  36. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Last  Wednesday  in  October. 

3. — SOUTHERN  BREWERS’ ASSOCIATION,  NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 

Organized  March  3rd,  1903. 

Office:  Jefferson  and  Decatur  Sts.,  New  Orleans,  La. 

*Officers  : 

President,  L.  Fabacher,  Jefferson  and  Decatur  Sts.,  New  Orleans, 'La. 
Vice-Pres.,  J.  M.  Wilzin.  Birmingham,  Ala. 

Secretary-Treasurer,  Miss  M.  R.  Cook,  Jefferson  and  Decatur  Sts.,  New 
Orleans,  La. 

Number  of  members,  28. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Annually  Second  Tuesday  in  March. 

^Footnote — No  report  received  for  the  present  year. 
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4. — BREWERS’  ASS’N  OF  THE  NORTHWEST,  TACOMA,  WASH. 

Organized  - 

Office:  475  Burnside  Street,  Portland,  Ore. 

Officers: 

President,  A.  Hemrich,  Seattle,  Ore. 

Vice- Pres. ,  Wm.  Verges,  Tacoma,  Wash. 

Secretary,  G.  W.  H.  Davis,  320  Berlin  Bldg.,  Tacoma,  Wash. 

Treasurer,  Leopold  Schmitd. 

Number  of  members - 

5.  — WESTERN  SHIPPING  BREWERS’  ASS’N,  MILWAUKEE,  W1S. 

Organized  (about)  1896. 

Offices:  906  Majestic  Building,  Milwaukee. 

Officers: 

President,  Henry  Vahlkamp,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Vice-Pres.,  John  Kremer. 

Treasurer,  G.  G.  Pabst,  Milwaukee. 

Secretary,  L.  L.  Caufy,  906  Majestic  Building,  Milwaukee. 

Number  of  members,  18. 

Date  of  Meeting  :  Second  Thursday  after  first  Monday  each  month. 

CALIFORNIA. 

6. — BREWERS’  PROTECTIVE  ASSOCIATION,  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

Organized  September  14th,  1874. 

Office:  318  Humbolt  Bank  Building,  San  Francisco. 

Officers : 

President,  Henry  M.  Wreden,  Lombard  and  Taylor  Streets,  San  Francisco. 
Vice-Pres.,  Thomas  M.  Alton,  240  Second  Street,  Sau  Francisco. 
Treasurer,  George  F.  Volz,  722  Fulton  Street,  San  Francisco. 

Secretary,  F.  G.  Phillipps,  3x8  Humbolt  Bank  Bldg.,  San  Francisco. 
Number  of  members,  3t. 

Dates  of  Meetings  :  Regular  Meeting  every  Thursday  ;  Annual  Meeting 
third  Thursday  in  May. 


COLORADO. 

7.— COLORADO  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  DENVER. 

Organized  February  20th,  1892. 

Address:  Care  of  Tivoli  Union  Brewing  Co.,  Denver. 

Officers : 

President,  Frederick  Neef,  S.  5th  Street  and  W.  X2th  Avenue,  Denver. 
Vice-Pres.,  Adolf  Coors,  Golden, 

Treasurer,  A.  J.  Zang,  7th  and  Water  Streets,  Denver. 

Secretary,  William  Burghardt,  2431  16th  Street,  Denver. 

Number  of  members,  5. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Second  Thursday  of  each  month. 
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8. — BREWERS’  AND  WHOLESALE  LIQUOR  DEALERS’  ASS’N.  OF 

COLORADO. 

Organized:  Spring,  1908. 

Office:  535  Majestic  Building,  Denver,  Colo. 

Officers 

President,  Adolph  Coors,  Golden,  Colo. 

Vice-Pres.,  W.  C.  Metzger  (Denver  Agt.  Anheuser-Busch),  Denver,  Colo. 
Treasurer,  Fritz  Thies,  Thies  Merc.  Co.,  Denver,  Colo. 

Secretary,  Adolph  J.  Zang,  Ph.  Zang  Brewing  Co.,  Denver,  Colo. 

CONNECTICUT. 

9. — CONNECTICUT  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  NEW  HAVEN. 

Organized  April  12th,  1888. 

Office:  Room  24,  840  Chapel  St.,  New  Haven. 

Officers  : 

President,  N.  W.  Kendall,  Ferry,  River  and  E.  Pearl  Sts.,  New  Haven. 
Vice-Pres.,  E.  L.  Ropkins,  Hartford. 

Secretary,  Frederick  W.  Orr. 

Number  of  members,  18. 

Date  of  Meeting:  No  stated  time. 

ILLINOIS. 

K).— ILLINOIS  STATE  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  CHICAGO. 

Organized  April  16th,  1898. 

Office:  1021  Schiller  Building,  Chicago. 

Officers  : 

President,  Ernest  Fecker,  Jr.,  Danville,  Ill. 

1st  Vice-Pres.,  George  Reisch,  Herndon  and  Rutledge  Sts.,  Springfield. 
2nd  Vice-Pres.,  Edward  Leisy,  Peoria. 

Treasurer,  Joseph  Theurer,  Canalport  Avenue  and  18th  Street,  Chicago. 
Secretary,  William  L.  Hoerber,  646  West  21st  Place,  Chicago. 

Number  of  members,  105. 

Date  of  Meeting:  First  Wednesday  after  New  Year’s  day. 

II.— BREWERS’  EXCHANGE,  CHICAGO. 

Organized  May,  1881. 

Office:  1021  Schiller  Building,  103  Randolph  Street,  Chicago. 

Officers : 

President,  Virgil  M.  Brand,  Elston  Ave.  and  Snow  Street,  Chicago. 

1  st  Vice-Pres.,  J.  Baumgartl,  Chicago. 

2nd  Vice-Pres.,  W.  A.  Birk,  Chicago. 

Treasurer,  Adam  Ortseifen,  1021  Schiller  Building,  Chicago. 

Secretary,  Frank  H.  Pietsch,  1021  Schiller  Building,  Chicago. 

Number  of  members,  50. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Fourth  Thursday. 
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12. — SOUTHERN  ILLINOIS  BREWERS’  EXCHANGE,  EAST  ST. 

LOUIS. 

Organized  January  25th,  1908. 

Office:  306  Cahokia  Building,  East  St.  Louis 

Officers: 

President,  Rudolph  Steckler,  Murphysboro. 

Vice-Pres.,  Edward  Leisy,  Peoria. 

Treasurer,  George  Reisch,  Springfield. 

Secretary,  Geo.  C.  Probst. 

Number  of  members, 

Date  of  Meeting: 

INDIANA. 

13. — INDIANA  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  INDIANAPOLIS. 

Organized  July  12th,  1898. 

Office:  601  Commercial  Club  Building,  Indianapolis. 

*  Officers: 

President,  Chas.  F.  Hartmetz,  Evansville. 

1st  Vice-Pres.,  L.  A.  Centlivre,  Fort  Wayne. 

2nd  Vice-Pres.,  E.  Hack,  Vincennes. 

3rd  Vice-Pres.,  John  Wagner. 

Treasurer,  Crawford  Fairbanks,  Terre  Haute. 

Secretary,  J.  S  Corbett. 

Number  of  members,  23. 

Dates  of  Meetings:  No  definiie  dates,  meet  three  or  four  times  a  year. 
(Address  all  communications  to  Indiana  Brewers’  Ass’n.,  Indianapolis.) 

INDIANAPOLIS  BREWERS’  ASS’N,  INDIANAPOLIS. 
Organized  November  1st,  1898. 

Discontinued  1907. 

IOWA. 

14. — IOWA  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  IOWA  CITY. 

Organized  March  5th,  1903. 

Office:  Iowa  City,  Iowa,  and  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

Officers: 

President,  A.  F.  Heeb,  Dubuque  B.  &  M.  Co.,  Dubuque. 

Vice-Pres.,  J.  L.  Sommer,  Sioux  City  B.  Co.,  Sioux  City. 

Treasurer,  Charles  Lage,  Magnus  Brewing  Co.,  Cedar  Rapids. 
Secretary,  F.  W.  Kemmerle,  Iowa  Brewing  Co.,  Iowa  City. 

Asst.  Secretary,  F.  W.  Zollman,  510  National  German-American  Bank 
Bldg.,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

Number  of  members,  38. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Annually,  Third  Wednesday  in  October. 
*Footnote — No  report  received  for  the  present  year. 
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KENTUCKY. 

15.— KENTUCKY  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION. 

Organized  November  22nd,  1900. 

Office:  31 1  Louisville  Trust  Co.  Building,  Louisville,  Ky. 

Officers: 

President,  Chas.  P.  Dehler,  Louisville. 

Vice-Pres.,  H.  J.  McAvoy,  Henderson. 

Treasurer,  Frank  P.  Senn,  Louisville. 

Secretary,  Charles  D.  Goepper,  1106  Baxter  Ave.,  Louisville. 

Number  of  members,  26. 

Date  of  Meeting:  At  call  of  President. 


16.— BREWERS’  EXCHANGE  OF  LOUISVILLE. 

Organized  July  18th,  1900. 

Office:  Rooms  311-312  Louisville  Trust  Co.  Bldg.,  5th  and  Market  Sts.,  Louisville. 
Officers: 

President,  Frank  Fehr,  436  E.  Green  Street,  Louisville. 

Vice-Pres.,  John  M.  Christ,  Louisville. 

Treasurer,  Charles  A.  Weber,  rio6  Baxter  Avenue,  Louisville. 

Secretary,  Charles  D.  Goepper,  1106  Baxter  Avenue,  Louisville. 

Number  of  members,  7. 

Dates  of  Meetings:  Second  and  Fourth  Thursday. 


LOUISIANA. 

BREWERS’  EXCHANGE  OF  NEW  ORLEANS. 
Re-Organized  March  23rd,  1900. 
Discontinued  1907. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

17. — BOSTON  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  BOSTON. 

Organized  June  3d,  1897. 

Office:  26  Pemberton  Square,  Boston. 

Officers  : 

President,  Charles  Pfaff,  Boston. 

Vice-Pres.,  Henry  A.  Rueter,  Boston. 

Treasurer,  George  B.  Smith,  Boston. 

Secretary,  H.  V.  Huse,  26  Pemberton  Square,  Boston. 

Number  of  members,  7. 

Date  of  Meeting:  First  Tuesday  in  October. 
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MICHIGAN. 

18. — MICHIGAN  STATE  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  DETROIT. 

Organized  1901. 

Office:  1002-4  Ford  Building,  Detroit. 

Officers  : 

President,  J.  J.  Hoch,  Yysilanti. 

1st  Vice-Pres.,  F.  A.  Tusch,  Grand  Rapids. 

Treasurer,  A.  Goebel,  Jr.,  Detroit. 

Secretary,  Wm.  C.  Manchester,  Detroit. 

Number  of  members,  73. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Third  Wednesday  in  January. 

19. — UPPER  PENINSULA  BREWERS’ ASSOCIATION,  LAKE  LINDEN. 

Organized  March  iqo2. 

Office:  Lake  Linden. 

Officers  : 

President,  Joseph  Bosch,  Lake  Linden,  Mich. 

Vice-President,  Carl  Meeske,  Marquette. 

Secretary  and  Treasurer,  William  F.  Miller,  Houghton,  Mich. 

Number  of  members,  17. 

Date  of  Meeting:  On  call  of  President. 


20.— GREEN  BAY  DISTRICT  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION, 

MENOMINEE. 


Organized  June,  1902. 


Office : 


Officers : 

President,  John  Henes,  Menominee. 

Secretary  and  Treasurer,  Frank  Erdlitz,  %  Menominee  River  Brewing 
Company,  Menominee. 

Number  of  members,  n. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Monthly. 


MINNESOTA. 

21  —MINNESOTA  STATE  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  MINNE¬ 
APOLIS  AND  ST.  PAUL. 

Organized  May,  iSqS. 

Office:  5 10-5 1 1  Natl.  German-American  Bank  Building,  St.  Paul. 
Officers  : 

President,  William  Hamm,  Greenbriar  Ave.  and  Minnehaha  St.,  St.  Paul. 
Vice-Pres.,  Charles  Hauenstein,  New  Ulm. 

Treasurer,  Charles  Gluek,  Minneapolis. 

Secretary,  Titus  Mareck,  315  1st  Ave.,  So.  Minneapolis. 

Assistant  Secretary  and  Counsel,  F.  W.  Zollman,  510  National  German- 
American  Bank  Building,  St.  Paul. 

Number  of  members,  65. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Third  Thursday  every  other  month. 
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MISSOURI. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE,  ST.  LOUIS. 

Chairman,  Chas.  A.  Lemp,  St.  Louis. 

E.  A.  Faust,  St.  Louis. 

Henry  Nicholaus,  St.  Louis. 

Hugo  Koehler,  St.  Louis. 

J.  J.  Herm,  Kansas  City. 

F.  L.  Goetz,  St.  Joseph. 

Secretary,  Philip  Stock,  702  Wainwright  Building,  St.  Louis. 

MONTANA. 

22  —MONTANA  STATE  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  HELENA. 
Office:  51  South  Main  Street,  Helena,  Mont. 

Organized  April  17th,  1902. 

Officers : 

President,  Henry  Mueller,  Butte. 

Vice-Pres.,  T.  J.  Nerny,  Butte. 

Treasurer,  Edward  A.  Reichel,  Great  Falls. 

Secretary,  Charles  N.  Kessler,  51  So.  Main  Street,  Helena. 

Number  of  members,  21. 

Date  of  Meeting:  10th  to  15th  April  Annually. 

NEBRASKA. 

23. — NEBRASKA  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  OMAHA. 

Organized  February  14th,  1902. 

Office:  Karbach  Block,  Omaha,  Nebraska. 

*  Officers: 

President,  William  Krug,  Omaha. 

Vice-Pres.,  John  Mattes,  Nebraska  City. 

Treasurer,  John  Gumb,  Fremont. 

Secretary,  Joseph  Crow,  47  Karbach  Block. 

Number  of  members,  5. 

Date  of  Meeting:  No  regular  date. 

NEW  JERSEY. 

24. — NEW  JERSEY  STATE  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  NEWARK. 

Organized,  October  27th,  1905. 

Office:  776  Broad  St.,  Newark. 

Officers  : 

President,  Gottfried  Krueger,  75  Belmont  Avenue,  Newark. 

1st  Vice-Pres.,  John  Hinchliffe,  Paterson. 

2nd  Vice-Pres.,  Charles  Schuette,  Newark. 

Treasurer,  F.  A.  Hahn,  Newark. 

Secretary,  James  M.  Reilly,  776  Broad  St.,  Newark. 

Number  of  members,  26. 

Date  of  Meeting:  First  Friday  of  each  month. 

♦Footnote — No  report  received  for  the  present  year. 
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NEW  YORK. 

25.— NEW  YORK  STATE  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  NEW  YORK 

CITY. 

Organized  1880. 

Re-Organized  January  20th,  1904. 

Office:  109-111  East  15th  Street,  New  York  City. 

Officers  : 

President,  John  L.  Schwartz,  10  West  Bennett  Street,  Buffalo. 

1st  Vice-Pres. ,  Jacob  Ruppert,  Jr.,  1639,  3rd  Ave.,  New  York  City. 
2nd  Vice-Pres.,  John  Bradley,  Vincent  Place  and  North  St.  Paul  Street, 
Rochester. 

3rd  Vice-Pres.,  Peter  Doelger,  Jr.,  407  E.  55th  St.,  New  York  City. 
Treasurer,  Rudolph  J.  Schaefer,  114  East  51st  Street,  New  York  City. 
Secretary,  Charles  J.  Warner,  109-m  East  15th  Street,  New  York  City. 
Number  of  members,  135. 

Date  of  Meeting:  First  Wednesday  in  January. 

ALBANY  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION. 

Re-Organized  1902. 

Discontinued  1905. 

26  —BUFFALO  BREWERS’  EXCHANGE,  BUFFALO. 

Organized  March  6th,  1900. 

Office:  401  German- American  Bank  Building,  Main  &  Court  Sts.,  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

Officers  : 

President,  Charles  G.  Pankow,  289  William  Street,  Buffalo. 

Vice-Pres.,  John  L.  Schwartz,  12  North  Pearl  Street,  Buffalo. 

Treasurer,  Robert  F.  Schelling,  444  Oak  Street,  Buffalo. 

Secretary,  Christian  Trapp,  401  German-American  Bank  Building,  Buffalo. 
Number  of  members,  15. 

Date  of  Meeting:  First  Friday  of  each  month. 


27.— THE  LAGER  BEER  BREWERS’  BOARD  OF  TRADE  OF  NEW 
YORK  AND  VICINITY,  NEW  YORK  CITY. 

Incorporated  1881. 

(The  first  N.  Y.  Association  of  Lager  Beer  Brewers  was  organized  in  1862.  This  body 
passed  through  various  changes  until  the  present  organization  was  effected.  A  change  of 
name  and  re-incorporation  took  place  in  1887.) 

Office:  109-m  East  15th  Street,  New  York  City. 

Officers: 

President,  Jacob  Ruppert,  Jr.,  New  York  City. 

Vice-Pres.,  John  C.  Heintz,  New  York  City, 

Treasurer,  F.  W.  Woerz,  295  West  10th  Street,  New  York  City. 

Secretary,  Charles  J.  Warner,  109-m  E.  15th  Street,  New  York  City. 
Number  of  members,  60. 

Date  of  Meeting:  oScond  Wednesday  of  each  month. 
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28.— ASSOCIATED  BREWERS’  OF  NEW  YORK  AND  VICINITY, 

NEW  YORK  CITY. 

Organized  1901. 

Office:  109-m  East  15th  St.,  New  York  City. 

Officers: 

President,  J.  George  Flammer,  238  West  28th  Street,  New  York  City. 
Vice-Pres.,  George  Ehret,  Jr.,  New  York  City. 

Treasurer,  E.  G.  W.  Woerz,  295  W.  10th  St.,  New  York  City. 

Secretary,  Charles  J.  Warner,  iog-m  East  15th  St.,  New  York  City. 
Number  of  members,  74. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Annually,  May  1st. 

29—  UNITED  ALE  BREWERS  OF  NEW  YORK  AND  VICINITY, 

NEW  YORK  CITY. 

Organized  December,  1907. 

Office:  109-m  East  15th  Street,  New  York  City. 

Officers: 

President,  Wm.  B.  Miles,  New  York  City. 

Vice-Pres.,  E.  M.  Jackson,  Yonkers. 

Treasurer,  James  M  Fuller,  Brooklyn. 

Secretary,  C.  J.  Warner,  109-m  E.  15th  Street,  New  York  City. 

Number  of  members,  20, 

Date  of  Meeting:  Quarterly,  Dec.,  March,  June  and  Sept. 

30.— THE  ALE  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION  OF  THE  STATES  OF 
NEW  YORK  AND  NEW  JERSEY,  NEW  YORK  CITY. 
Organized  in  1830. 

(Authentic  evidence  of  this  early  date  of  organization  could  not  be  obtained.) 

Office  109-m  East  15th  Street,  New  York  City. 

Officers: 

President,  John  Hinchliffe,  Paterson. 

Vice-Pres.,  C.  H.  R.  Woodward,  New  York  City. 

Treasurer,  D.  D.  Caulkins,  518  W.  33rd  Street,  New  York  City. 

Secretary,  Charles  J.  Warner,  109-m  E.  15th  Street,  New  York  City. 
Number  of  members,  20. 

Date  of  Meeting  :  Last  Thursday  of  each  month. 

3|.— THE  BREWERS’  INDEMNITY  FUND  ASSOCIATION,  NEW 

YORK  CITY. 

Organized  January  25th,  1884. 

Office:  109-m  East  15th  Street,  New  York  City. 

Officers: 

President,  John  B.  Hasslocher,  235  E.  92nd  Street,  New  York  City. 
Vice-Pres.,  Peter  Doelger,  Jr.,  417  E.  55th  Street,  New  York  City. 
Treasurer,  Charles  Guenther,  470  W.  157th  Street,  New  York  City. 
Secretary,  Charles  A.  Schultz,  109-m  E.  15th  Street,  New  York  City. 
Number- of  members,  51. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Annually  in  January. 
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32. — THE  BOTTLING  BREWERS’  PROTECTIVE  ASSOCIATION 

OF  NEW  YORK  CITY. 

Organized  February  9th,  1900. 

Office:  248  Scholes  St.  near  Bushwick  Ave.,  Brooklyn. 

Officers  : 

President,  Joseph  A.  Bill. 

Vice-Pres. ,  Ferdinand  Schieffer. 

Treasurer,  Herman  Petersen. 

Secretary,  Henry  R.  Doerschuck. 

Number  of  members,  33. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Last  Thursdays  of  Jan.,  Feb.,  April,  June, 

Aug.,  Oct.  and  Dec. 

33. — UNION  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION  OF  NEW  YORK  AND 

VICINITY. 

Organized  December  4th,  1901. 

Meeting-Room  at  Reisenweber’s,  The  Circle,  New  York  City. 

Officers  : 

President,  Jacob  Loewer,  526  West  42nd  Street.  . 

Vice-Pres.,  John  Reisenweber,  Brooklyn. 

Treasurer,  Theo.  Eppig,  Grove  Street  and  Central  Avenue,  Brooklyn, N.  Y. 
Secretary,  Theo.  Haebler,  760  St  Ann’s  Avenue,  New  York  City. 

Number  of  members,  21. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Third  Thursday  of  every  second  month. 

34. — ROCHESTER  BREWERS’  EXCHANGE,  ROCHESTER. 

Organized  in  1882. 

Office:  307  Ellwanger  &  Barry  Building. 

Officers: 

President,  John  Bradley. 

Vice-Pres.,  Frederick  C.  Loebs. 

Treasurer,  Louis  F.  Kolb. 

Secretary,  James  Malley,  Ellwanger  &  Barry  Building,  Rochester. 

Number  of  members,  7. 

Date  of  Regular  Meeting:  Second  Thursday  of  each  month. 
SYRACUSE. 

(For  many  years  an  organization  known  as  the  Onondago  Brewers'  Club  flourished  in 
this  city.  This  body  still  exists,  but  its  aims  and  objects  are  at  present  of  a  purely  mer¬ 
cantile  character.) 

OHIO. 

35  __THE  OHIO  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  CINCINNATI. 

Organized  December  19th,  1895. 

Office:  615  Union  Trust  Building,  Cincinnati. 

Officers  : 

President,  Adam  Schantz,  Dayton. 

Vice-Pres.,  Paul  Esselborn,  Portsmouth 

Secretary  and  Treasurer,  Wm.  F.  Hess,  6x5  Union  Trust  Bldg., Cincinnati. 
Number  of  members,  93. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Annually,  Second  Week  in  October. 
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36.— SUMMIT  COUNTY  BREWERS’  AND  BOTTLERS’  EXCHANGE. 

AKRON. 

Organized 

Office:  30S  Hamilton  Building,  Akron. 

Officers: 

President,  G.  F.  Burkhardt. 

Vice-Pres.,  E.  C.  Deible. 

Sec’y  and  Treas.,  F.  W.  Fuchs. 

Asst.  Secretary,  J.  D.  Palmer. 

Number  of  members,  6. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Every  Friday. 


37.— BREWERS’  BOARD  OF  TRADE,  CINCINNATI. 

Organized  February  1st,  1897. 

Office:  615  Union  Trust  Building,  Cincinnati. 

Officers: 

President,  Percy  Andreae,  Cincinnati. 

Vice-Pres.,  J.  Edward  Sohn,  Cincinnati. 

Treasurer,  Henry  Muehlhauser,  Jr.,  Plum  and  Providence  Streets, 
Cincinnati. 

Secretary,  William  F.  Hess,  615  Union  Trust  Building,  Cincinnati. 

Number  of  members,  16. 

Dates  of  Meetings:  First  and  Third  Friday  of  each  month. 


THE  BREWERS’  PROTECTIVE  ASSOCIATION,  CINCINNATI. 
Organized  December  27th,  1900. 

Discontinued  1907. 


38.— BREWERS’  BOARD  OF  TRADE  OF  CLEVELAND. 

Organized  February,  1903. 

Office:  Room  No.  8,  Wick  Block,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

Officers : 

President,  Geo.  F.  Gund. 

Vice-Pres.,  A.  J.  Diebolt. 

Treasurer,  Ernst  Mueller. 

Secretary,  James  C.  Wolf,  P.  O.  Box  113. 

Number  of  members,  8. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Subject  to  call  of  President. 


THE  TOLEDO  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  TOLEDO. 
Organized  March,  1898. 

Discontinued  April  1st,  1905. 
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OREGON. 

39. — BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION  OF  SALEM,  OREGON. 

Organized  - 

*  Officers: 

President,  Paul  Wessinger,  Portland. 

Vice-Pres.,  Theo.  Galland,  Portland. 

Treasurer,  Adam  Mueller,  Portland. 

Secretary,  F.  G.  Deckebach,  Salem  Brewery  Assn.,  Salem. 

Number  of  members,  - 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

40. — PENNSYLVANIA  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION. 

Organized  January,  1903. 

Office:  1504  Land  Title  Bldg.,  Phila.,  Pa. 

Officers: 

President,  John  Gardiner,  2x00  Washington  Avenue,  Philadelphia. 
Vice-Pres.,  F.  W.  Mueller,  428  5th  Avenue,  Pittsburg. 

Treasurer,  E.  A.  Schmidt,  127  Edward  St.,  Philadelphia. 

Secretary,  C.  F.  Ettla,  1504  Land  Title  Bldg.,  Pittsburg. 

Number  of  members,  210. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Subject  to  call  of  President. 

4|.— LEHIGH  VALLEY7  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  ALLENTOWN. 
Organized  September  27th,  1904. 

Offices:  311  Gordon  St.,  Allentown. 

Officers  : 

President,  YY7illiam  Kubler,  Easton,  Pa. 

Vice-Pres.,  Peter  Laubach,  Northampton. 

Treasurer,  Julius  Dietrich. 

Secretary,  F.  H.  Horlacher,  Allentown. 

Number  of  members, 

Date  of  Meeting:  First  and  Third  Thursdays. 

42.— THE  PHILADELPHIA  LAGER  BEER  BREWERS’  ASSOCIA¬ 
TION,  PHILADELPHIA. 

Organized  1866. 

Office:  Room  1505  Land  Title  Building,  Philadelphia. 

Officers : 

President,  Peter  A.  Schemm,  25th  and  Poplar  Streets,  Philadelphia. 
Vice-Pres.,  A.  W.  Woebken,  “ 

Treasurer,  H.  A.  Poth,  “ 

Secretary,  Julius  E.  Nachod,  1729  Mervine  Street, 

Assistant  Secretary, Charles  F.  Ettla,  X504  Land  Title  Bldg.  “ 

Number  of  members,  32. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Third  Thursday  of  each  month. 

^Footnote — No  report  received  for  the  present  year. 
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43.— WESTERN  PENNSYLVANIA  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION, 

PITTSBURG. 

Organized  May  27th,  1902. 

Office:  433  Fifth  Avenue,  Pittsburg. 

^Officers: 

President,  F.  W.  Mueller,  428  Fifth  Avenue,  Pittsburg. 

Vice-Pres.,  C.  E.  Succop,  22nd  and  Mary  Streets,  Pittsburg. 

Treasurer,  James  P.  Mulvihill,  Farmers’  Bank  Building,  Pittsburg. 
Secretary, 

Number  of  members,  50. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Subject  to  call  of  President. 


RHODE  ISLAND 

44.— RHODE  ISLAND  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  PROVIDENCE. 

Organized  March  21st,  1908. 

Officers: 

President,  James  Hanley,  Jackson  and  Fountain  Streets,  Providence 
Secretary,  Spencer  H.  Over,  New  Depot  Avenue  (Arlington),  Providence. 
Number  of  members,  6. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Subject  to  call  of  Secretary. 


TEXAS. 

45__TEXAS  BREWERS’  ASS’N,  DALLAS  AND  GALVESTON. 

Organized  January,  1894. 

2114  Mechanic  Street. 

Officers  : 

Chairman  and  Treasurer,  B.  Adoue,  3301  Post  Office  Street,  Galveston. 
Secretary,  S.  T.  Morgan,  Dallas. 

Number  of  members  9. 

Date  of  Meeting:  By  request  of  any  member. 

WEST  VIRGINIA. 

46.— WEST  VIRGINIA  BREWERS'  ASS’N,  WHEELING. 

Organized  December  n,  1900. 

Office:  East  End  17th  Street,  Wheeling. 

Officers: 

President,  Chas.  Horstman,  %  Schmulbach  Brewing  Co.,  Wheeling,  W.Va. 
Vice-Pres.,  Henry  Bieberson,  Martins  Ferry,  O. 

Secretary  and  Treasurer,  Thomas  Thoner,  Box  195,  Wheeling,  W.  Va. 
Number  of  members,  18. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Second  Tuesday  in  December 
♦Footnote — -No  report  received  for  the  present  year. 
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WISCONSIN. 

47.— EAST’N  WISCONSIN  BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  APPLETON. 

Organized  October  5,  1904. 

Discontinued  1907. 

Reorganized  November  12,  1907. 

Officers: 

President,  Christian  Walter,  Menasha. 

Vice-Pres.,  William  Glatz,  Oshkosh. 

Secretary  and  Treasurer,  H.  A.  Schmitz,  Appleton. 

Number  of  members. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Monthly. 


48 —SOUTHERN  WISCONSIN  BREWERS’  ASS’N,  MADISON. 
Organized,  November  19,  1907. 

Office : 

Officers: 

President,  Charles  Ruhland,  Baraboo. 

Secretary  and  Treasurer,  Fred.  J.  Blumer,  Monroe. 

Number  of  members, 

Date  of  Meeting:  Monthly. 

49.— MILWAUKEE  BREWERS  ASSOCIATION,  MILWAUKEE. 

Organized  May  6th,  1896. 

Office:  Majestic  Building,  213  Grand  Avenue,  Milwaukee. 

Officers  : 

President,  Gustav  Becherer,  494  13th  Street,  Milwaukee. 

Treasurer,  A.  C.  Blatz,  609  Broadway,  Milwaukee. 

Secretary,  H.  Altschwager,  Broadway  and  Juneau  Avenues,  Milwaukee. 
Asst.  Secretary,  Albert  Wallber,  326  Grand  Avenue,  Milwaukee. 
Number  of  members,  10. 

Dates  of  Meetings:  First  and  Third  Monday  of  each  month. 


50.— WISCONSIN  AND  UPPER  PENINSULA  OF  MICHIGAN 
BREWERS’  ASSOCIATION,  MILWAUKEE. 

Organized  March  29th,  1899. 

Office:  904  Majestic  Building,  Milwaukee. 

Officers  : 

President,  Theo.  Knapstein,  New  London. 

Vice-Pres.,  Aug.  S.  Lindemann,  Milwaukee. 

Treasurer,  Andrew  Pick,  West  Bend. 

Secretary,  L.  L.  Caufy,  904  Majestic  Building,  Milwaukee. 

Number  of  members,  137. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Annually,  Second  Tuesday  in  March. 
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51.— THE  UNITED  STATES  MALTSTERS’  ASS’N,  CHICAGO,  ILL. 

Organized  1897. 

Office:  1104  Farwell  Trust  Bldg.,  226  La  Salle  St.,  Chicago. 

Officers: 

President,  B.  F.  Hales,  138  Jackson  Boulevard,  Chicago,  Ill. 

Vice-Pres.,  Frederick  Vullmahn,  Chicago,  Ill. 

Treasurer,  Clarence  E.  Remer,  Kenosha,  Wis. 

Secretary,  R.  W.  Caldwell,  Chicago. 

Number  of  members,  64. 

Date  of  Meetings:  Subject  to  call. 

THE  UNITED  STATES  BREWMASTERS’  ASS’N,  CHICAGO,  ILL. 

Organized  March  12,  1887. 

Office:  846  West  18th  Street,  Chicago,  Ill. 

Officers: 

President,  E.  Wagner,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

1st  Vice-Pres.,  C.  J.  Schmidt,  Chicago. 

2nd  Vice-Pres.,  A.  Naubert,  Minneapolis. 

Treasurer,  Fritz  Schoeller,  Chicago,  Ill. 

Secretary,  Louis  Suess,  846  West  18th  Street,  Chicago. 

Number  of  members,  720. 

Date  of  Meeting:  In  September  of  each  year. 

There  are  fourteen  local  associations  affiliated  with  this  national  body 
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LIST  OF 


MEMBERS  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  BREWERS 

ASSOCIATION. 

(i Corrected  up  to  and  including  May  15th ,  igoS. ) 

Honorary  Presidents. 


Appointed  by  the  44th  Convention, 1904, 
at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

H.  B,  Scharmann,  New  York  City  . 

T.  J.  Lefens,  Chicago,  Ill .  ■ 

Robert  Portner,  Alexandria,  Va  Deceased. 


Leo  Ebert,  Jrontown,  O . 

Frederick  Lauer,  Reading,  Pa . 

N.  W.  Kendall,  New  Haven,  Conn. . 
Geo.  J.  Obermann,  New  York,  N.  Y... 

Honorary 


<  t  u 

Appointed  by  the  23d  Convention, 
1883,  at  Detroit,  Mich. 
Appointed  by  the  48th  Convention 
at  Milwaukee,  Wis. 


Members. 


Appointed  by  the  17th  Convention.  1877, 
at  Milwaukee,  Wis. 


Geo.  Klotter,  Cincinnati,  O . 

Rudolph  Reimboldt,  Cincinnati,  O.. Deceased. 

Michael  Kuntz,  New  York .  “ 

Adolph  Schalk,  Newark,  N.  J. .  “ 

John  Baif.r,  Newark,  N.  J .  “ 

Augustus  Richardson,  Boston,  Mass.  “ 

J  ohn  A.  Huck,  Chicago,  Ill .  “  “ 

Frederick  Collins,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  “ 

Peter  Amerman,  New  York .  “  “ 

Anton  Hupfel,  “  “ 

August  Schmid,  “  “ 

Sebastian  Sommer,  “  “  “ 

Franz  Ruppert,  “  “  “ 

Matthew  P.  Read,  “  “  “ 

George  Metz,  Chicago,  Ill .  “  “ 

Appointed  by  the  18th  Convention,  1878. 
at  Baltimore,  Md. 

August  Richter,  High  Hill,  Tex . 

Carl  Fritz,  St.  Louis,  Mo . 

John  Bechtel,  Staten  Island,  N.  Y.,  Deceased.  “ 

Charles  Wolf,  Philadelphia,  Pa....  “  “ 

Peter  Aiiles,  New  York .  “  “ 

George  Gerst,  Allegheny,  Pa .  “  “ 

George  Hoffman,  Baltimore,  Md...  “  “ 

Appointed  by  the  19th  Convention,  1M79 
at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 


William  Stumpf,  St.  Louis,  Mo . Deceased. 

Ferdinand  Simon,  St.  Louis,  Mo _  “ 

Geo.  Schweickhardt,  Milwaukee,  Wis . 

Emanuel  Bernheimer,  New  York. .. Deceased. 

Joseph  Schmid,  New  York  .  “ 

H.  F.  Schimper,  Newark,  N.  J . 

Joseph  Liebmann,  New  York,  N.  Y . 


i  t 


Appointed  by  the  48th  Convention 
at  Milwaukee,  Wis. 
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Albert  Ziegele,  Buffalo,  N.  Y _ 


Appointed  by  the  20th  Convention,  1880 
at  Buffalo,  N.  Y. 

(  « 


Appointed  by  the  23d  Convention,  1888 
at  Detroit,  Mich. 

John  C.  de  la  Vergne,  New  York. .  .Deceased.  “ 

Appointed  by  the  25th  Convention,  1885, 
at  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Hermann  Schalk,  Newark,  N.  J. ..  .Deceased.  “ 

Jacob  Scheu,  Buffalo,  N.  Y .  “  “ 

Henry  Kalvelage,  Erie,  Pa .  “  “ 


Anton  Schwarz,  New  York 


Appointed  by  the  27th  Convention,  1887, 
at  Baltimore,  Md. 


Deceased. 


Hon.  Charles  A.  Stadler,  New  York 


Appointed  by  the  31st  Convention,  1891 
at  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

<  t 


Dr.  Francis  Wyatt, 


Appointed  by  the  33d  Convention,  1893, 
at  Chicago,  Ill. 

Jacob  F.  Kuhn,  Buffalo,  N.  Y .  “ 

Appointed  by  the  34th  Convention,  1894, 
at  Syracuse,  N.  Y. 

Hon.  Ashbel  P.  Fitch,  New  York. .  ..Deceased.  “ 

Edward  W.  Stiefel,  Baltimore,  Md..  “  “ 


Appointed  by  the  36th  Convention,  1896 
at  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Charles  Engel,  Philadelphia,  Pa _ Deceased.  “ 

Max  Schaefer,  New  York .  “ 


Jacob  Hoffmann,  “  .  “  “ 

A.  E.  J.  Tovey,  “  .  “ 

Max  Schwarz,  “  . Deceased.  “ 

Thies  J.  Lefens,  Chicago,  Ill .  “ 

William  C.  Seipp,  “  .  “ 

K.  G.  Schmidt,  “  . Deceased.  “ 


Andrew  E.  Leicht,  “  .  “  “ 

Dr.  Robert  Wahl,  “  .  “ 

Henry  Bartholomay,  Rochester, N.Y.  Deceased  “ 

Wm.  T.  Van  Nostrand,  Boston,  Mass. .  “  “ 

Frederick  Schaefer,  New  York .  “  “ 

Michael  Brand,  Chicago,  Ill .  “  “ 

Appointed  by  38th  Convention,  1898, 
at  Atlantic  City,  N.  J. 

Geo  J.  Obermann,  Milwaukee,  Wis . 

Dr.  John  E.  Siebel,  Chicago,  Ill  .  “ 

Appointed  by  43d  Convention,  1903, 
at  Niagara  Palls,  N.  Y 


J.  C.  G.  Hupfel,  New  York .  “ 

John  W.  Brown,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ..  .Deceased.  “ 

Appointed  by  the  44th  Convention,  1904 
at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 


Dr.  Max  Henius,  Chicago,  Ill . 

Prof.  Carl  Robitschek,  New  York,  N.  Y, 
H.  S.  Rich,  Chicago,  Ill . 

George  Ehret,  New  York,  N.  Y . 

Hon.  Gottfried  Krueger,  Newark,  N.  J. 
Jacob  Conrad,  Philadelphia.  Pa . . 


Appointed  by  the  45th  Convention,  1905 
at  Atlantic  City,  N.  J. 
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Active  and  Associate  Members. 

ALABAMA. 


Alabama  Brewing  Co.,  D  and  22nd  Streets  . Birmingham 

Schillinger,  Philip,  Brewing  Co . 

Mobile  Brewery . Mobile 

Capitol  Brewing  &  Ice  Co . Montgomery 


ARIZONA. 

Arizona  Brewing  Co . Prescott 


c/> 


CALIFORNIA. 

Schuler,  Lorenz,  Palace  Brewery . Alameda 

Union  Brewing  Co . Anaheim 

Gnauck,  Gustav . Benicia 

Kappler,  Charles . . . Etna  Mills 

Fresno  Brewing  Co . Fresno 

Lyons  Brewery  . Haywards 

Maier  Brewing  Co.,  440  Aliso  Street . Los  Angeles 

Mathie  Brewing  Co.,  1834  East  Main  St . 

Anchor  Brewery,  49th  Street  and  Shattuck  Avenue . Oakland 

Washington  Brewing  &  Malting  Co.,  5th  and  Kirkham  Streets . 

United  States  Brewery . Petaluma 

Contra  Costa  Brewery . Port  Costa 

Buffalo  Brewing  Co . Sacramento 

San  Diego  Consolidated  Brewing  Co . San  Diego 

Brooklyn  Brewery,  E.  14th  Street  and  18th  Avenue . Oakland  1 

Chicago  Brewery,  1420  Pine  Street . San  Francisco 

United  States  Brewery,  311  Fulton  Street .  “ 

Wieland,  John,  Brewery,  228  2d  Street .  “ 

Willows  Brewery,  19th  and  Mission  Streets .  “ 

Fredericksburg  Brewery,  Cinnabar  and  Alameda  Streets...  San  Jose 

Anchor  Brewery,  1433  Pacific  Street . . San  Francisco 

Broadway  Brewery,  3151  19th  Street . 

California  Brewery,  Douglas  and  17th  Streets . 

Eagle  Brewery,  2213  Harrison  Street . 

Enterprise  Brewery,  2015  Folsom  Street . 

Hagemann  Brewing  Co.,  (Albany  Brewery)  409  8th  Street . 

Hibernia  Brewery,  1225  Howard  Street . 

Jackson  Brewing  Co.,  1428  Mission  Street . 

Milwaukee  Brewery,  432  10th  Street . 

National  Brewing  Co.,  Fulton  and  Webster  Streets . 

North  Star  Brewing  Co.,  3310  Army  Street . 

St.  Louis  Brewery,  2018  Poweli  Street . 

Union  Brewing  &  Malting  Co.,  18th  and  Florida  Streets . 

Wreden,  Claus,  Brewing  Co. (Washington  Brewery),  Lombard  and 
Taylor  Streets . 


[/»  S?  - 
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Wunder  Brewing  Co.,  Greenwich  and  Scott  Streets . San  Francisco 

Garden  City  Brewing  Co.  (Geoffroy  Bros.),  4th  and  William  Sts . San  Jose 

Hartmann  &  Scherrer,  Market  and  San  Carlos  Streets .  “ 

San  Rafael  Brewery . San  Rafael 

Grace  Bros.  Brewing  Co . Santa  Rosa 

Bucher,  Frank . Shasta 

Mugler,  Albert . Sisson 

Philadelphia  Brewery,  (J.  F.  Deininger,  Prop.) . Vallejo 

Solano  Brewing  Co .  .  “ 

Pajaro  Brewing  Co.,  (Mrs.  F.  Palmtag,  Prop.) . Watsonville 

American  Brewing  Co .  West  Berkeley 


Pacific  Brewery  (Steinacher,  Joseph,)  Oregon  and  Center  Streets . Yreka 

COLORADO. 

Crystal  Springs  Brewing  &  Ice  Co.,  Arapahoe  Street. . . 

Neef  Bros.,  South  5th  Street  and  West  12th  Avenue. .... 

Tivoli-Union  Brewing  Co.,  2431  16th  Street . 

Zang,  Philip,  Brewing  Co.,  7th  and  Water  Streets . 

Coors,  Adolph . 

Schneider,  Ph.,  Brewing  Co.,  Plum  and  Convent  Streets 

CONNECTICUT. 

1  »2  S 

Meriden  Brewing  Co.,  137  So.  Colony  Street . Meriden  I  sS  | 

Wintter  Brewery,  270  Housatonic  Avenue . Bridgeport  j  •§  S  §•• 

1  3-S‘S. 

j  p  ** 

Eckart  Bros.,  202  North  Avenue . . . Bridgeport 

Hartmann  Brewing  Co.,  96  Hallam  Street .  “ 

Derby-Ansonia  Brewery . Derby 

Aetna  Brewing  Co.,  52  Bellevue  Avenue . Hartford 

Fischer,  Hubert,  Brewery,  315  Park  Street .  “ 

New  England  Brewing  Co.,  Windsor  Street .  “ 

Ropkins  &  Co.,  232  Sheldon  Street . .  “ 

Fresenius’  Sons,  Philip,  488  Congress  Avenue . New  Haven 

Hull,  William,  &  Son,  14  Whiting  Street^ . 

Weibel  Brewing  Co.,  322  Oak  Street . 

Yale  Brewing  Co.,  Ferry,  River  and  East  Pearl  Streets . 


Connecticut  Valley  Brewing  Co . Thompsonville 

Hellmann  Brewing  Co.,  1090  Bank  Street . Waterbury 

DELAWARE. 

Bavarian  Brewing  Co.,  5th  and  Dupont  Streets . Wilmington 


Hartmann  &  Fehrenbach  Brewing  Co.,  Lovering  Avenue  and 

Scott  Street .  “ 

Stoeckle,  Jos.,  Brewing  Co.,  5th  and  Adams  Streets .  “ 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Abner-Drury  Brewing  Co.,  25th  and  F  Streets,  N.  W .  Washington 

Heurich,  Christian,  Brewing  Co.,  25th  and  D  Streets,  N.  W . 

National  Capital  Brewing  Co.,  1337  D  Street,  S.  E . 

Washington  Brewery  Co.,  4th  and  E  Streets,  N.  E . 


Boulder 

.Denver 
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GEORGIA. 

Atlanta  Brewing  &  Ice  Co.,  Courtland  and  Harris  Streets . Atlanta 

Augusta  Brewing  Co . Augusta 

Acme  Brewing  Co.,  Bay  and  Hammond  Streets  . Macon 

Savannah  Brewing  Co..  Indian  Street . Savannah 


IDAHO. 


Lemp,  John . Boise  City 

Demont  &  Kern . Gibbonsville 

Von  Berge,  William . Grangeville 

Weisgerber,  Christ . Lewiston 


ILLINOIS. 


Aurora  Brewing  Co.,  North  End  North  River  St . Aurora 

Rink,  Anton . Beardstown 

Star  Brewery . Belleville 

Western  Brewery  Co.,  N.  Gold  St . 

Meyer  Brewing  Co.,  South  Main  Street . Bloomington 

Atlas  Brewing  Co.,  680  Blue  Island  Avenue . Chicago 

Best  Brewing  Co..  Fletcher  Street  and  Herndon  Avenue . 

Birk  Bros.  Brewing  Co.,  101  Webster  Avenue . 

Citizens  Brewery,  United  Breweries  Co.,  Archer  Ave.  and  Throop  St.. . . 

Cooke,  George  J.  Co.,  43  South  Green  St . - . 

Fortune  Bros.  Brewing  Co.,  225  South  Desplaines  Street . 

Gottfried  Brewing  Co.,  85  Alexander  Street . 

Hand,  Peter,  Brewery,  37  Sheffield  Avenue . . . 

Hoerber,  J.  L.,  Brewing  Co.,  646  West  21st  Place . 

Keeley  Brewing  Co.,  28th  Street  and  Groveland  Park  Avenue . 

Manhattan  Brewing  Co.,  39th  Street  and  Emerald  Avenue . 

McAvoy  Brewing  Co.,  2349  South  Park  Avenue . 

National  Brejving  Co.,  846  West  18th  Street . 

Ruehl  Brewery,  United  Breweries  Company,  164  Dearborn  Street . 

Schoenhofen,  Peter,  Brewing  Co.,  Canalport  Avenue  and  18th  Street. . . 

Seipp  Brewing  Co.,  27th  Street  and  Cottage  Grove  Avenue . 

Standard  Brewing  Co  ,  West  12th  Street  and  Campbell  Avenue . 

Tosetti,  Ernst,  Brewing  Co.,  Butler  and  40th  Streets . 

Wacker  &  Birk  Brewing  &  Malting  Co.,  171  North  Desplaines  Street. . . 

West  Side  Brewery,  Augusta  and  Pa«ulina  Streets . 

Bartholomae  &  Leicht  Brewing  Co..  684  Sedgwick  Avenue . 

Bartholomae  &  Roesing  Brewing  &  Malting  Co.,  335  West  12th  Street 

Brand,  M.,  Brewing  Co.,  1251  Elston  Avenue . 

Schmidt,  K.  G.,  Brewing  Co.,  9  Grant  Place . 

Gundlach,  John,  &  Son . Columbia 

Danville  Brewing  &  Ice  Co.,  East  North  Street .  .  .  Danville 

Decatur  Brewing  Co.,  604  East  Cantrell  Street . Decatur 
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East  St.  Louis — New  Athens  Brewing  Co . East  St.  Louis 

Elgin  Eagle  Brewing  Co.,  347  North  State  Street . Elgin 

Highland  Brewing  Co . Highland 

Porter,  E.,  Brewing  Co.,  South  Bluff  Street .  . Joliet 

Sehring,  Fred.,  Brewing  Co.,  Bridge  and  Summit  Streets .  “ 

Radeke,  F.  D.,  Brewing  Company.,  River  and  Dearborn  Ave . Kankakee 

Stecher,  Rudolph,  Brewing  Co . Murphysborough 

Gipps  Brewing  Co.,  Bridge  and  Water  Streets . Peoria 

Leisy  Brewing  Co.,  709  North  Water  Street .  “ 

Union  Brewing  Co.,  1701  South  Washington  Street .  “ 

Dick  Bros.  Quincy  Brewing  Co.,  9th  and  York  Streets . Quincy 

Ruff  Brewing  Co.,  12th  and  Adams  Streets.  .  .  .  “ 

Rock  Island  Brewing  Co . Rock  Island 

Reisch  Brewing  Co..  Herndon  and  Rutledge  Streets . Springfield 

Excelsior  Brewery,  2d  Street  and  2d  Avenue . Sterling 

Popel  &  Giller  Brewing  Co .  Warsaw 

Waterloo  Brewing  Co . Waterloo 

Besley’s  Waukegan  Brewing  Co.,  306  Utica  Street . Waukegan 


Associate  members  of  Illinois. 

Bullen,  George  &  Co.,  332  Illinois  Street . % . Chicago 

Calumet  Malting  Co.,  85  Alexander  Street .  “ 

Falk,  Wormser  &  Co.,  200  East  Kenzie  Street .  “ 

Goetz  &  Floden,  109  West  Chicago  Avenue . 

Goldman  &  Co.,  E.,  175  Randolph  Street .  “ 

Magnus,  A.,  Sons  Co.,  244  East  Randolph  Street .  “ 

Rhoades,  E.  Graham,  1st  National  Bank  Building .  “ 

Schwill,  Albert,  &  Co.,  Traders  Building .  .  “ 


INDIANA. 

Ingermann,  Brewing  Co .  . 

Cook,  F.  W.,  Brewing  Co.,  7th  and  Sycamore  Streets 

Evansville  Brewery  Co . 

Fulton  Avenue  Brewery . 

Hartmetz,  John,  &  Son . . . 

Berghoff  Brewing  Co.,  Grant  Ave . 

Centlivre,  C.  L.,  Brewing  Co . 

American  Brewing  Co.,  315  West  Ohio  Street . 

Home  Brewing  Co.,  Cruse  and  Daly  Streets . 

Lieber,  P.,  Brewery . ; 

Maus,  C.,  Brewery . 

Schmidt,  C.  F.,  Brewery . 

Bohrer,  G.  A.,  Brewing  Co.,  111  South  4th  Street. . . . 
Thieme  &  Wagner  Brewing  Co.,  806  North  4th  Street 

Guenther  Bros.,  Tyler  and  Lake  Streets . 

Zorn,  Ph.,  Brewing  Co . . . 

Muncie  Brewing  Co.,  Williard  and  Hoyt  Aves . 

Reising,  Paul,  Brewing  Co . 

Muessel  Brewing  Co . 


. Cambridge  City 

. Evansville 

.Evansville  1 
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People’s  Brewing  Co.,  South  xst  Street . Terre  Haute 

Terre  Haute  Brewing  Co.,  901  Poplar  Street . 

Hack  &  Simon,  Eagle  Brewery.. . Vincennes 

Associate  member  of  Indiana. 

American  Hominy  Co . Indianapolis 


IOWA. 

Ende  Beer  Co.,  1307  Mt.  Pleasant  Street . Burlington 

Heil,  Caspar,  Brewing  Co.,  865  Jefferson  Street . 

Magnus  Brewing  Co.,  Dewey  Avenue  and  8th  Street . Cedar  Rapids 

Clinton  Brewing  Co.,  Arnold  and  2nd  Sts . .Clinton 

Frahm,  M.,  &  Son,  512  Harrison  Street . Davenport 

Koehler  &  Lange,  101  Mound  Street . 

Davenport  Brewing  Co.  (Lehrkind,  Julius,)  2d  and  Tayler  Sts. 

Mengel,  Klindt  &  Co.,  1235  West  5th  Street . 

Glab  Bros.,  27th  Street  and  Couler  Avenue . Dubuque 

Heeb,  A.,  Brewing  Co.,  2127  Couler  Avenue . 

Schmidt  Bros.,  2327  Couler  Avenue.. .  . .  “ 

Western  Brewing  Co.,  Julian  Avenue .  “ 

Dubuque-Star  Brewing  Co.,  27th  and  Jackson  Streets  . Dubuque 

Iowa  Brewing  Co.,  Market  and  Gilbert  Streets . . Iowa  City 

Union  Brewing  Co . .  “ 

Pechstein  &  Nagel,  18  North  14th  Street . Keokuk 

Dostal,  John,  Brewing  Co.,  Decker  and  Grove  Streets . Maquoketa 

Sioux  City  Brewing  Co.,  Elm  St . Sioux  City 

Waverly  Brewing  Co.,  West  Water  &  Ellon  Sts .  .  Waverly 
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KANSAS. 


Zibold  &  Haegelin,  South  10th  Street . Atchison 

Brandon  &  Beal,  no  Kickapoo  Street . Leavenworth 


KENTUCKY. 


Bavarian  Brewing  Co.,  367  Pike  Street . 

Brenner,  John,  Brewing  Co.,  601  Scott  Street . 

Covington  Brewing  Co.,  Baker  and  Lewis  Streets . 

Henderson  Brewing  Co.,  5th  and  Water  Streets . 

Lexington  Brewing  Co.,  226  East  Main  Street . 

Christ,  George  J.  &  J.  M.,  620  Baxter  Avenue . 

Diersen,  J.  T.  &  H.  W.,  500  East  Green  Street . . 

Oertel,  John  Fred.,  1400  Story  Avenue . 

Palmer,  William,  Brownsborough  Road  (Clifton) . 

Walter,  John  E.  &  Frank,  810  Clay  Street . 

Fehr,  Frank,  Brewing  Co.,  420  E.  Green  Street . 

Phoenix  Brewing  Co.,  1106  Baxter  Ave . 

Schaefer-Mayer  Brewing  Co.,  Logan  &  Lampton  Streets _ 

Senn  &  Ackermann  Brewing  Co.,  1710  West  Main  Street. ... 
New  South  Brewery  &  Ice  Co . 


Covington 
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.  Lexington 
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Wiedemann,  George,  Brewing  Co.,  623  Columbia  Street . Newport 

Paducah  Brewery  Co.,  10th  and  Monroe  Streets . Paducah 


LOUISIANA. 

American  Brewing  Co.,  719  Bienville  Street . New  Orleans 

Columbia  Brewing  Co.,  Elysian  Fields  and  Chartres  Streets .  4 

Consumers  Brewing  Co.,  Liberty  &  Clio  Sts .  “ 

Jackson  Brewing  Co.,  Jefferson  and  Decatur  Streets . . .  “ 

Security  Brewing  Co,,  341  North  Diamond  Street .  “ 

Standard  Brewing  Co.,  518  South  Jackson  Street .  “ 

Louisiana  Brewery,  Jackson  and  Tchoupitoulas  Streets.  .New  Orleans) 

Pelican  Brewery,  Peters  and  Clouet  Streets .  “  }. 

Weckerling  Brewery,  Magazine  and  Delord  Streets .  “ 
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Bauernschmidt,  Geo.,  Brewing  Co.,  1505  North  Gay  Street. .  Baltimore 

Bay  View  Brewing  Co.,  3rd  and  O’Donnell  Streets .  “ 

Darley  Park  Brewing  Co.,  Hartford  and  North  Avenues. ...  “ 

Eigenbrot  Brewing  Co.,  10  Wilkens  Street . . .  “ 

Globe  Brewery,  Hanover,  Conway  and  Perry  Streets .  “ 

National  Brewing  Co.,  3d  and  O’Donnell  Streets . 

Bauernschmidt,  Fred.,  American  Brewery,  1104  Hillen  Street . Baltimore 

Brehm,  George,  &  Son,  Belair  Avenue  (Georgetown) . 

Chesapeake  Brewing  Co.,  1530  Pennsylvania  Avenue . 

Dukehart  Manufacturing  Co.,  Calverton  Avenue  and  West  Baltimore 

Street . 

Guenther,  George,  Jr.,  Brewing  Co.,  3d  and  Toone  Streets . 

Monumental  Brewing  Co.,  7th  and  Lombard  Streets  (Highlandtown). . 

Standard  Brewery  Co.,  1766  North  Gay  Street . 

Steil  Frank,  Brewing  Co.,  44  Garrison  Lane . 

Wiessner,  J.  F.,  &  Sons,  1700  North  Gay  Street .  ... 

Cumberland  Brewing  Co.,  399  North  Centre  Street . Cumberland 


Associate  Member  of  Maryland. 

Universal  Seal  &  Stopper  Co.,  239  Commerce  Street . Baltimore 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Alley  Brewing  Co.,  123  Heath  Street  (Roxbury) . Boston 

American  Brewing  Co.,  235  Heath  Street  (Roxbury) .  “ 

Continental  Brewing  Co.,  86  Longwood  Avenue .  “ 

Franklin  Brewing  Co.,  3175  Washington  Street .  “ 

Hanley  &  Casey,  104  Ward  Street .  “ 

Norfolk  Brewery .  “ 

Pfaff,  H.  &  J.,  Brewing  Co.,  Pynchon  Street .  “ 

Revere  Brewery .  “ 

Smith,  Wm.,  &  Sons  Brewing  Co .  “ 

Smith,  Wm.,  &  Sons  Brewing  Co . East  Boston  - 
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Burkhardt  Brewing  Co.,  Parker  &  Station  Streets . Boston 

Haffenreffer  &  Co.,  Bismarck  and  Germania  Streets  (Jamaica  Plain) . 

Houghton,  A.  J..  &  Co.,  37  Station  Street  (Roxbury) .  ... 

Jones,  Frank,  Brewing  Co.,  524  East  2nd  Street . 

McCormick  Brewery,  89  Conant  Street . 

Roessle  Brewery,  1250  Columbus  Avenue . 

Rueter  &  Co.,  Heath  and  Terrace  Streets  . 

Star  Brewery,  69  Shirley  Street . 

Suffolk  Brewing  Co.,  423  East  8th  Street . South 

Van  Nostrand,  A.  G.,  Bunker  Hill  Brewery,  40  Alford  Street  (Charlestown) 

Waldberg  Brewing  Co.,  Lotus  Place,  Forest  Hills . 

Old  Colony  Brewing  Co . Fall  River 

Essex  Brewery,  168  Merrimac  Street . Haverhill 

Cold  Spring  Brewing  Co.,  609  South  Union  Street . Lawrence 

Harvard  Brewing  Co . Lowell 

Dawson  &  Son,  641  Purchase  Street .  . New  Bedford 

Berkshire  Brewing  Association . Pittsfield 

Consumers  Brewing  Co . Springfield  1 

Hampden  Brewing  Co . *.  .  “ 

Highland  Brewing  Co.,  State  Street .  “ 

Springfield  Brewing  Co.,  41  Water  Street .  “  J 
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Associate  Member  of  Massachusetts. 

Newark  Faucet  Co.,  31  Broadway . Chelsea 


MICHIGAN. 

Bay  City  Brewing  Co . Bay  City- 

Charlotte  Brewing  Co . Charlotte 

Cheboygan  Brewing  and  Malting  Co.,  Main  Street . Cheboygan 

Doll,  Benedict .  . .  . Coldwater 

American  Brewing  Co.,  Foot  Chase  Street . Delray 

Columbia  Brewing  Co.,  227  Catherine  Street . Detroit 


Detroit  Brewing  Co.,  Orleans  and  Adelaide  Streets .  “ 

Ekhardt  &  Becker  Brewing  Co.,  475  Orleans  Street .  “ 

Goebel  Brewing  Co.,  351  Rivard  Street .  “ 

Kaiser  &  Schmidt,  400  Wilkins  Street . 

Kling,  Phil.,  Brewing  Co.,  1424  Jefferson  Avenue .  “ 

Koppitz-Melchers  Brewing  Co.,  1115  Gratiot  Avenue . 

Pfeiffer,  C.,  Brewing  Co.,  908  Beaufait  Avenue . 

Stroh  Brewer)  Co.,  275  E.  Elizabeth  Street .  “ 

Tivoli  Brewing  Co.,  1553  Mack  Ave .  “• 

Voigt  Brewery  Co.,  203  Grand  River  Avenue .  “ 

West  Side  Brewery  Co.,  412  Howard  Street .  *' 

Zoltowski,  Thomas,  733  Hastings  Street .  “ 

Zynda,  John  &  Bro.,  Canfield  Avenue  and  Rioppelle  Streets .  .  “ 


Escanaba  Brewing  Co . Escanaba 

Flint  Brewing  Co.,  15th  and  S.  Saginaw  Sts . Flint 
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Geyer,  John  G . Frankenmuth 

Grand  Rapids  Brewing  Co.,  East  Bridge  and  Ionia  Streets . Grand  Rapids 

Schuermann,  Ph. .  Brewing  Co . Hancock 

Holland  City  Brewing  Co . Holland 

Haas,  Adam,  Brewing  Co.,  Sheldon  and  Dodge  Streets . Houghton 

Henze-Tollen  Brewing  Co.,  Norway  and  Grant  Streets . Iron  Mountain 

Haehnle  Brewing  Co . Jackson 

Bosch  Brewing  Co . Lake  Linden 

Lansing  Brewing  Co . Lansing 

Adrion,  Charles . Manchester 

Upper  Peninsula  Brewing  Co . Marquette 

Leisen  &  Henes  Brewing  Co.,  1200  Main  Street . Menominee 

Menominee  River  Brewing  Co.,  1612  Ogden  Avenue . 

Wahl  Brewing  Co . Monroe 

Biewer,  August,  Court  Street . Mount  Clemens 

Muskegon  Brewing  Co.,  604  Michigan  Avenue . Muskegon 

Kern,  C.,  Brewing  Co . Port  Huron 

National  Brewing  Co.  (J.  G.  Geyer.) . Saginaw 

Raquet,  Jacob,  40  Lupeer  Street .  “ 

Schemm,  J.  G.,  Brewing  Co.,  926  North  Hamilton  Street.  .Saginaw  (West  Side) 

Kratochvil,  Frank  W . .  . Traverse  City 

Kolb  Bros.,  603  Fitzhugh  Street . West  Bay  City 

Phoenix  Brewing  Co . 

Foerster,  L.  Z.,  Brewing  Co.,  414  Grove  Street . Ypsilanti 

Associate  Member  of  Michigan. 

U.  S.  Frumentum  Company,  C.  A.  Steinwachs . Detroit 

MINNESOTA. 

Brainerd  Brewing  Co  ,  Pennsylvania  Avenue . Brainerd 

Duluth  Brewing  &  Malting  Co.,  29th  Avenue,  West . Duluth 

Fitger  Brewing  Co.,  538  East  Superior  Street . ’.  “ 

East  Grand  Forks  Brewing  Co.,  Washington  Avenue . East  Grand  Forks 

Fleckenstein,  Ernst,  Brewing  Co . Faribault 

Glencoe  Brewing  Co . Glencoe 

Hastings  Brewing  Co .  Hastings 

Kiewel,  Jacob,  Brewing  Co . Little  Falls 

Bierbauer,  Mrs.  Louise . Mankato 

Standard  Brewing  Co .  “ 

Birkhofer,  C.,  Brewing  Co.,  211  14th  Avenue,  South . Minneapolis 

Gluek  Brewing  Co.,  2000  Marshall  Street,  North  East . 

Liden,  Andrew,  210  Sverdrap  Street . 

Minneapolis  Brewing  Co.,  Marshall  Street  and  13th  Avenue,  N.  E..  “ 

Bender,  Jacob . New  Ulm 

Hauenstein,  John,  Brewing  Co . 

Schell,  August,  Brewing  Co .  ‘‘ 

Schmucker,  Joseph,  Brewing  Co .  “ 

Northern  Pacific  Brewing  Co . Perham 

Remmler’s  Brewery,  5th  and  Bush  Streets . Red  Wing 
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Schuster  Brewing  Co . Rochester 

Hamm,  Theo.,  Brewing  Co.,  Minnehaha  and  Greenbriar  Avenues . St.  Paul 

Schmidt,  Jacob,  Brewing  Co.,  832  West  7th  St . 

Yoerg  Brewing  Co.,  Ohio  and  Ethel  Streets .  “ 

Engesser  Brewing  Co . St.  Peter 

Wolf,  Joseph,  Co . . Stillwater 

Iron  Range  Brewing  Association . Tower 

Bub,  Peter . Winona 

Schellhas  Wra,,  Brewing  Co . 


MISSOURI. 

Cape  Brewery  &  Ice  Co.,  Morgan  and  Oak  Sts . Cape  Girardeau 

Kropps,  Hugo,  Brewery . Hermann 

Capitol  Brewery  Co . Jefferson  City 

Middle  West  Brewery  Co  . Joplin 

Imperial  Brewing  Co.,  Southwest  and  28th  Streets . Kansas  City 

Muehlebach,  G.,  Brewery,  1734  Main  St . 

Royal  Brewing  Co.,  1912  Grand  Avenue . 

Moerschel  Spring  Brewing  Co.,  3rd  and  Water  Streets . St.  Charles 

Goetz,  M.  K.,  Brewing  Co.,  6th  and  Albemarle  Streets . St.  Joseph 

Anheuser-Busch  Brewing  Association,  gth  and  Pestallozi  Streets . St.  Louis 

Lemp,  W.  J.,  Brewing  Co.,  13th  and  Cherokee  Streets . 

Obert,  Louis,  Brewing  Co.,  Lynch  and  12th  Streets . 

Schorr-Kolkschneider  Brewing  Co.,  Parnell  St.  &  Natural  Bridge  Rd..  “ 

Union  Brewing  Co.,  Michigan  Avenue  and  Wyoming  Street . 

American  Brewing  Co.,  2825  South  Broadway . St.  Louis 

Columbia  “  “  29th  and  Madison  Streets . 

Consumers  “  “  1901  Shenandoah  Avenue .  “ 

Empire  “  “  Sarah  Street  and  Wabash  Railway .  “ 

Gast  “  “  919  North  6th  Street .  “ 

Home  “  “  Miami  and  Salina  Streets .  “ 

National  “  “  18th  and  Gratiot  Streets .  “ 

Central  “  “  18th  and  East  Broadway . East  St.  Louis,  Ill. 

Wagner  '*  “  . Granite  City,  “ 

Anthony  &  Kuhn  Brewing  Co.,  10th  and  Victor  Streets . St.  Louis 

Bremen  Brewery  Co.,  3905  North  Broadway .  “ 

Brinkw:rth-Nolker  Brewing  Co.,  1714  Cass  Avenue .  “ 

City  Brewery,  1420  Chambers  Street .  “ 

Excelsior  Brewery  Co.,  6  South  17th  Street .  “ 

Green  Tree  Brewery,  Sidney  and  9th  Streets .  “ 

Grone,  H.,  Brewery,  2219  Clark  Avenue .  “ 

Hyde  Park  Brewery  Co.,  Florrisant  Avenue  and  Salisbury  Street  “ 

Klausmann  Brewery  Co.,  8639  South  Broadway .  “ 

Phoenix  Brewery  Co.,  1724  Lafayette  Avenue .  “ 

Wainwright  Brewery  Co.,  Papin  and  nth  Streets .  “ 

Heim  Brewery,  10th  St.  &  State  Avenue . East  St.  Louis  Ill.  j 

Moerschel  Brewing  Co . . . Sedalia 
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Associate  Members  of  Missouri. 


Dodson,  Bruce,  405  Fidelity  Trust  Building . Kansas  City 

Ehlermann  Malt  and  Hop  Co.,  526  South  22nd  Street  . St-  Louis 

Griesedieck,  H.,  Malting  Co.,  1130  South  12th  Street .  “ 

National  Ammonia  Co .  “ 

Reummeli-Dawley  Mfg.  Co.,  3900  Chateau  Avenue .  “ 


Widmann,  Walsch  &  Boisselier,  Wainwright  Building 

MONTANA. 


Billings  Brewing  Co . Billings 

Lehrkind,  Julius . Bozeman 

Butte  Brewing  Co.,  220  North  Wyoming  Street . Butte 

Centennial  Brewery  Co.,  112  Hamilton  Street .  “ 

Montana  Brewing  Co .  Great  Falls 

Kessler  Brewing  Co . Helena 

Kalispell  Malting  &  Brewing  Co . Kalispell 

Lewiston  Brewing  Co . Lewiston 

Garden  City  Brewing  Co . . Missoula 

Silver  Bow  Brewing  Co . Silver  Bow 


NEBRASKA, 

Kersenbrock,  J.  H.  (Columbus  Brewing  Co.) . Columbus 

Muchow,  William  (Western  Brewery) . Crete 

Brackhahn  Bros . Falls  City 

Fremont  Brewing  Co  . Fremont 

Otoe  Brewing  Co. ...  . . . Nebraska  City 

Foerster,  Anna  (Mrs  ) . Niobrara 

Krug,  Frederick,  Brewing  Co.,  1007  Jackson  Street . Omaha 

Metz  Bros.  Brewing  Co.,  6th  and  Leavenworth  Streets .  “ 

Storz  Brewing  Co.,  17th  and  Clark  Streets . 

Jetter  Brewing  Co.,  Y  and  30th  Streets . South  Omaha 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE. 

Eldredge  Brewing  Co.,  Bow  Street . Portsmouth 

Jones,  Frank,  Brewing  Co.,  87  Market  Street . 

Portsmouth  Brewing  Co.,  64  Bow  Street . 


NEW  JERSEY. 


Atlantic  City  Brewing  Co.,  107  Missouri  Avenue . Atlantic  City 

Breidt,  Peter,  City  Brewery,  600  Pearl  Street . Elizabeth 

Rising  Sun  Brewing  Co.,  7th  and  Marshall  Streets . 

Lembeck  &  Betz,  173  gth  Street  . . . Jersey  City 

Ballantine-&  Co.,  Freeman  and  Ferry  Streets . Newark 

Ballantine,  P.,  &  Sons,  Front  and  Fulton  Streets .  “ 

Eagle  Brewing  Co.,  20  Hayes  Street .  “ 
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Essex  County  Brewing  Co.,  Clifton  and  7th  Avenues . Newark 

Feigenspan,  C.,  Brewery,  2  Freeman  Street . 

Hauck,  Peter,  &  Co.,  500  Harrison  Avenue  (Harrison) . 

Hensler,  Joseph,  Brewing  Co.,  73  Hamburg  Place . 

Home  Brewing  Co.,  320  Orange  Street . 

Kastner,  F.  J.,  Brewery,  3  Lewis  Street . 

Krueger,  Gottfried,  Brewery  Co.,  75  Belmont  Avenue . 

Lyon  &  Sons  Brewing  Co.,  95  Canal  Street . 

Trefz,  C.,  Brewery,  28  Beacon  Street . 

Union  Brewing  Co.,  333  Springfield  Avenue . 

Wiedenmayer,  George  W.,  588  Market  Street .  . 

Winter,  M.,  Brewing  Co .  . . . . Orange 

Hygeia  Brewing  Company,  21  Central  Avenue . Passaic 

Braun  Bros.,  Marshall  and  Braun  Streets . Paterson 

Graham,  James  A.,  Brewing  Co.,  Straight  and  Cedar  Streets,  “ 

Graham  Brewing  Co .  .  “ 

Hinchliffe  Brewery,  Governor  and  Ann  Streets .  “ 

Katz  Bros.,  Straight  and  Governor  Streets .  “ 

Sprattler  &  Mennell  Brewing  Co.,  Marshall  and  Van  Winkle 

Streets .  “  J  ’  " 5  fe> 

Hill,  Franz,  Brewery . . Trenton)  Peoples' Brewing  Co., 

_  _  .  „  ,,  ]■  labor  and  Lamberton 

Trenton  Brewing  Co .  .  )  Streets,  Trenton. 

Bermes,  Daniel,  Boulevard  Brewery,  Boulevard  and  Fulton  Street. . .  Weehawken 

Peter,  William,  Brewing  Co.,  Hudson  Avenue  and  Weehawken  Street  “ 
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Associate  Members  of  New  Jersey. 


Schwarz'waelder,  J.  &  Sons,  15th  and  Jefferson  Sts . Hoboken 

Brewers’  &  Bottlers’  Supply  Co.,  52  Lafayette  Street . Newark 

Krueger,  Charles  G.,  26  Lawrence  Street .  “ 


NEW  YORK. 


Albany  Brewing  Co.,  60  South  Ferry  Street . Albany 

Beverwyck  Brewing  Co.,  30  North  Ferry  Street .  “ 

Dobler  Brewing  Co.,  Myrtle  Avenue  and  Swan  Street .  “ 

Hinckel  Brewing  Co.,  Swan  Street  and  Park  Avenue .  “ 

Gamble,  E.  H.,  16  Elm  St . Batavia 

Ehresman,  John  &  Co.,  Laurel  Avenue . . . Binghamton 

Laurer,  Jos.,  Brewing  Co.,  Laurel  Avenue .  “ 

Eastern  Brewing  Co.,  Bushwick  Avenue  and  Meserole  Street . ’Brooklyn 

Eppig,  Joseph,  Grove  Street,  near  Central  Avenue .  “ 


Eurich,  Conrad,  Brewery,  Wyckoff  Avenue  and  Halsey  Street 

Excelsior  Brewing  Co.,  254  Hart  Street . . . 

Fallen,  Joseph,  Brewing  Co.,  86  Lorimer  Street . 


242 


Frank  Brewery  Co.,  Cypress  Avenue  and  Willow  Street . Brooklyn 

Grauer,  John  George,  Cypress  Avenue  and  Willow  Street .  “ 

Howard  &  Fuller  Brewing  Co.,  Bridge  and  Plymouth  Streets .  “ 

Huber,  Otto,  Brewery,  i  Bushwick  Place .  “ 

Ibert,  Frank,  Brewing  Co.,  Linden  Avenue  and  Grove  Street .  “ 

India  Wharf  Brewing  Co.,  60  Hamilton  Avenue .  “ 

Liebmann’s  Sons.,  S.,  Brewing  Co.,  36  Forest  Street . 

Meltzer  Bros  ,  1070  Willoughby  Avenue .  “ 

North  American  Brewing  Co.,  Greene  and  Hamburg  Avenues . 

Nassau  Brewing  Co.,  1042  Dean  Street . 

Obermayer  &  Liebmann,  6r  Bremen  Street,  (operating  Danenberg  & 

Coles,  35  Bremen  Street) .  “ 


Piel  Bros.,  Liberty  and  Sheffield  Avenues . 

Scharmann,  H.  B.  &  Sons,  371  Pulaski  Street . 

Seitz’s  Son,  N.,  256  Maujer  Street  . 

Trommer,  J.  F.,  Evergreen  Brewery,  Bushwick  Ave.  and  Conway  St.  . 

Ulmer,  William,  Brewery,  31  Belvidere  Street . 

Welz  &  Zerweck,  Myrtle  and  Wyckoff  Avenues . 

Beck,  Magnus,  Brewing  Co.,  North  Division  and  Spring  Streets . Buffalo 

Broadway  Brewing  &  Malting  Co.,  815  Broadway . 

Buffalo  Co-operative  Brewing  Co.,  160  High  Street . 

Clinton-Star  Brewing  Co.  (Clinton  Co-operative  Brewing  Co.,  Consoli¬ 
dated  with  Star  Brewing  Co.),  10  West  Bennett  Street . 


Consumers  Brewery,  933  Jefferson  Street,  (Consolidated  with  Kalten- 

bach  Brewing  Co.,) . . , . 

East  Buffalo  Brewing  Co.,  300  Emslie  Street . 

German-American  Brewing  Co.,  13  High  Street . 

Germania  Brewing  Company,  1615  Broadway . ,. 

International  Brewing  Co.,  1088  Niagara  Street . 

Iroquois  Brewing  Co.,  230  Pratt  Street . 

Lake  View  Brewing  Co.,  Lake  View  and  Porter  Avenues . 


Lang,  Gerhard,  Brewery,  Best  and  Jefferson  Streets....- .  “ 

Schreiber,  A.,  Brewing  Co.,  662  Fillmore  Avenue .  “ 

Simon,  William,  Brewery,  127  Emslie  Street .  “ 

Weyand,  C.,  Brewing  Co.,  785  Main  Street .  “ 

Ziegele  Brewing  Co.,  Washington  and  Virginia  Streets .  “ 

McKechnie  J.  &  A.,  Brewing  Co . Canandaigua 

Penrose  &  McEniry . Cohoes 

Dotterweich,  A.,  Brewing  Co.,  537  Dove  Street . Dunkirk 

Lake  City  Brewing  Co.,  F,  Koch,  15  W.  Courtney  Street .  “ 

Glens  Falls  Ale  Co.,  South  Street . Glens  Falls 

Schwarzenbach  Brewing  Co . Hornell 

Evans,  C.  H.  &  Sons,  Mill  and  North  2d  Streets . Hudson 

Granger  Brewing  Co.,  2d  and  State  Streets .  “ 

Jamestown  Brewing  Co . Jamestown 

Fulton  County  Brewing  Co . Johnstown 

Barmann,  Peter,  24  Barmann  Ave . Kingston 

Bolton’s,  S.,  Sons . Lansingburgh 
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Leicht,  Charles  K . Newburgh 

Beadleston  &  Woerz,  295  West  10th  Street . New  York  City 


Clausen,  H.  &  Son  Brewing  Co.,  309  East  47th  Street . 

Conville,  Thomas,  Brewing  Co.,  328  East  46th  Street . 

Doelger,  Peter,  417  East  55th  Street . 

Doelger’s,  Joseph,  Sons,  234  East  55th  Street . 

Ebling,  P.  &  W.  Brewing  Co.,  156th  Street  and  St.  Ann's  Avenue. 

Ehret,  George,  235  East  92nd  Street . 

Eichler,  John,  Brewing  Co.,  3582  3rd  Avenue . 

Elias,  Henry,  Brewing  Co.,  403  East  54th  Street . 

Finck,  A.,  &  Son,  324  West  39th  Street . 

Flanagan,  Nay^t  Co.,  262  10th  Avenue . 

Groh’s,  M.,  Sons,  242  West  28th  Street . 

Haffen,  J.  &  M.,  Brewing  Co.,  632  East  152nd  Street . 

Hoffmann,  Jacob,  Brewing  Co.,  211  East  55th  Street . 

Howard  &  Childs,  518  West  33rd  Street . 

Hupfel,  J.  C.  G.,  Brewing  Co.,  229  East  38th  Street . 

Hupfel’s,  A.,  Sons,  161st  Street  and  St.  Ann’s  Avenue. . 

Jetter  Brewing  Co.,  207  East  54th  Street . 

Koehler,  H.,  &  Co.,  1st  Avenue  and  29th  Street . 

Lion  Brewery  of  New  York,  108th  Street  and  Columbus  Avenue. 

Mayer,  David,  Brewing  Co.,  168th  Street  and  3rd  Avenue . 

Miles,  William  A.,  &  Co.,  59  Chrystie  Street . 

North  Side  Brewing  Co.,  168th  Street  and  3rd  Avenue . 

Oppermann,  Frederick,  Jr.,  Brewing  Co.,  330  East  45th  Street... 

Ringler,  George,  &  Co.,  203  East  92nd  Street . 

Ruppert,  Jacob,  1639  3rd  Avenue . 

Schaefer,  F.  &  M.,  Brewing  Co.,  114  East  51st  Street . 

Schmitt  &  Schwanenfluegel,  Avenue  A  and  56th  Street . 

Zeltner  Brewing  Co.,  3rd  Avenue  and  170th  Street . 


Niagara  Falls  Brewing  Co . Niagara  Falls 

Arnold  &  Co.,  50  Main  Street . Ogdensburg 

American  Brewery  Co.,  250  Hudson  Avenue . Rochester 


Bartholomay  Brewery  Co.,  Vincent  Place  and  North  St.  Paul  Street.. 


Flower  City  Brewing  Co.,  190  Lake  Avenue .  “ 

Genesee  Brewing  Co.,  345  North  St.  Paul  Street .  “ 

Monroe  Brewing  Co.,  855  North  Clinton  Street .  “ 

Hauck,  G.,  &  Sons,  Brewing  Co . . . Rondout 

Bachmann  Brewing  Co.,  Forest  St.,  and  Willow  Ave . Rosebank,  S.  I. 

Bechtel,  George,  Brewing  Co . Stapleton,  S.  I. 

Rubsam  &  Horrmann  Brewing  Co .  “ 

Bartels  Brewing  Co.,  100  North  West  Street . Syracuse 


Haberle  Crystal  Spring  Brewing  Co.,  117  East  Jefferson  Street .  “ 

Ryan’s,  Thomas,  Consumers  Brewing  Co.,  Butternut  and  McBride  Sts. Syracuse 
Zett  Brewing  Co.,  2314  Lodi  Street .  “ 
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Fitzgerald  Bros.  Brewing  Co.,  495  River  Street . Troy 

Quandt  Brewing  Co.,  846  River  Street .  ‘- 

Stanton,  John,  Brewing  Co.  1428  5th  Ave .  “ 

Stoll  Brewing  Co.,  35  Spring  Ave .  “ 

West  End  Brewing  Co.,  11  Edward  Street . Utica 

Eckstein,  Monroe,  Brewing  Co . West  New  Brighton,  S.  I. 

Yonkers  Brewery . Chicken  Island,  Yonkers 


Associate  Members  of  Xetv  York. 


Foster  Pump  Works,  36  Bridge  Street . Brooklyn 

U.  S.  Bung  Manufacturing  Co.,  50  South  2nd  Street . . .  “ 

Wunder,  Fred.,  957  Broadway . . .  “ 

Fischer  Malting  Co.,  283  West  Genesee  Street . Buffalo 


Haberstro,  P.  L.,  24  Chester  Street . 

Kam,  John,  Malting  Co.,  377  Genesee  Street. 
Taber  Pump  Co.,  Swan  and  Ellicott  Streets. 
Wheeler,  A.  J.,  283  Perry  Street . 


Nester,  S.  K .  .  .Geneva 

Patent  Cereals  Co.,  Bradford  Street . 

Schroeder,  Robert . . . . . Malone- 

American  Malting  Co.,  Foot  of  East  63d  Street . New  York  City 


Composed  of  Neidlinger  &  Sons,  C.  A.  Stadler,  New  York  &  Brooklyn 
Malting  Co.,  C.  M.  Warner,  Scott  Malting  Co.,  Moser  M.  Co.,  W.  D. 
Matthews,  Est.  C.  G.  Curtis,  Jacob  Wechsler,  Sohngen  M.  Co.,  How- 
ard-Northwood  Co.,W.  H.  Purcell  Co.,  L.  I.  Aaron,  J.Weil,  J.  Carden, 
Jr.,  Hales-Carden,  Chicago  Pneumatic  Malting  Co.,  Brand,  Bullen  & 
Gund,  F.  F.  Bullen,  Hanson  Hop  and  Malt  Co.,  Mil.  Malt  and  Grain 
Co.,  Kraus-Merkel,  William  Buchkeit  and  Des  Moines  Malting  Co. 

Berner,  FI.  D.  &  Winterbauer  Co.,  157  Centre  Street . 

Bishop  &  Babcock  Co.,  439  Lafayette  Street . 

De  La  Vergne  Refrigerating  Machine  Co.,  foot  of  East  138th  St., 

Hugh  F.  Fox,  49  Water  Street . 

Golden  Gate  Manufacturing  Co.,  9-11  Desbrosses  Street . 

Maynz  &  Co.,  36  Beaver  Street . . 

Reisert  &  Orth,  181  Prince  Street . 

Roos’,  August,  Sons,  232  West  27th  Street . . 

Schock,  Gustav,  341  East  59th  Street.. . . 

Schwenker,  William  M.,  338  East  92nd  Street . 

Smith,  Van  W.,  40  Whitehall  Street  .  . . 

Van  Vliet  Malting  Co.,  402  Produce  Exchange . 

Witteman  Bros.,  188  William  Street . 

Yalden,  Walker  &  Weiss,  11  Pine  Street . 

Zinsser,  William,  &  Co.,  197  William  Street . 

Zoller,  Charles  Co.,  211  E.  94th  St . 


Pfaudler  Vacuum  Fermenting  Co.,  126  Cutler  Building . . .  . .  .Rochester 

Brainard,  J.  D . .  Waterville: 

New  York  Hop  Extract  Works . 
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OHIO. 


Burkhardt,  M.,  Brewing  Co.,  513  Grant  St . Akron 

Archbold  Brewery,  (A.  Walder,  Prop.) .  . Archbold 

Dostal  Bros.,  568  North  Railroad  Street . Bucyrus 

Knecht,  Jacob,  &  Son,  East  Water  Street . Chillicothe 

Bellevue  Brewing  Co.,  601  McMicken  Avenue . Cincinnati 

Bruckmann,  John  C.,  Brewing  Co.,  Dodsworth  Ave.  and  Canal  St... 

Fairmount  Brewing  Co.,  Plymouth  and  Queen  Avenues . 

Foss-Schneider  Brewing  Co.,  943  Freeman  Avenue . 

Gambrinus  Stock  Co.,  Sycamore  and  Elliott  Streets . 

Gerke  Brewing  Co.,  Plum  and  Canal  Streets .  . 

Hauck,  John,  Brewing  Co.,  Dayton  Street  and  Central  Avenue . 

Herancourt  Brewing  Co  ,  1400  Harrison  Avenue . 

Hudepohl  Brewing  Co.,  46  E.  McMicken  Avenue . 

Kauffmann,  John,  Brewing  Co.,  1622  Vine  Street . 

Lackman,  Hermann,  Brewing  Co.,  801  West  6th  Street . 

Moerlein,  Ch.,  Brewing  Co.,  2019  Elm  Street . . 

Schaller  Brewing  Co.,  1622  Main  Street . 

Schmidt  Bros.  Crown  Brewing  Co.,  125  McMicken  Avenue . 

Sohn,  J.  G.,  Brewing  Co.,  250  McMicken  Avenue .  “ 

Wetterer  Brewing  Co.,  2125  Central  Avenue .  . 

Windisch-Muehlhauser  Brewing  Co.,  Plum  and  Providence  Streets. . 

Diebolt  Brewing  Co.,  50  Pittsburg  Street . Cleveland 

Excelsior  Brewing  Co.,  Sackett  Ave . 

Fishel  Brewing  Co.,  2764  E.  55th  St .  “ 

Gavagan,  Patrick.  2148  Davenport  Avenue  . . . . . .  “ 

Gund  Brewing  Co.,  5  Davenport  Street .  “ 

Leisy,  Isaac,  Brewing  Co.,  290  Vega  Avenue .  “ 

Pilsener  Brewing  Co.,  Clark  and  Gordon  Avenues .  “ 

Baehr-Phoenix  Brewery,  4.^  Columbus  Street .  Cleveland  ^ 

Bohemian  Brewing  Co.,  393  W.  River  Street .  “  ■ 

Cleveland  Brewing  Co.,  Hough  and  Ansel  Avenues .  “ 

Columbia  Brewing  Co.,  39  Commercial  Street .  “ 

Gehring,  C.  E.,  Brewing  Co.,  Freeman  and  Pearl  Streets. ...  “ 

Schlather,  L.  Brewing  Co.,  York  and  Carroll  Streets .  “ 

Star  Brewing  Co.,  Buckley  and  Burton  Streets .  “ 

Lorain  Brewing  Co .  . Lorain 

Kuebeler-Stang  Brewing  &  Malting  Co . Sandusky 

Born  &  Co.,  579  South  Front  Street . Columbus  J  3OSterColum- 

Columbus  Brewing  Co.,  Frankfort  and  Bank  Streets  ...  “  j  bus  Associated 

.  ___  >  BrewenesCo., 

Hoster,  L.,  Brewing  Co.,  435  South  Front  Street .  |  Columbus, 

Schlee  &  Son,  Nicholas,  544  South  Front  Street .  “  j  01lio' 

Washington  Brewing  Co..  2nd  Ave.  and  Perry  St . Columbus 

Schantz  &  Schwind  Brewing  Co.,  Perry  and  Bayard  Sts . Dayton  1  §S? 

Schwind  Brewing  Co.,  212  River  Street  .  “  [  I? 

Thomas,  N.,  Brewing  Co.,  1st  and  Beckel  Streets .  “  j  I'*®!’ 

Wehner  Brewing  Co.  739  Wayne  St .  il  J  cn"-0 

Diehl,  C.,  Brewing  Co.,  Water  and  Clinton  Streets . Defiance 
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Fremont  Brewing  Co  ,  Knapp  and  Oak  Streets . Fremont 

Alstaetter,  H.,  Est . Gallion 

Cincinnati  Brewing  Co.,  Front  and  Sycamore  Streets . Hamilton 

Mason,  Martin,  Brewing  Co.,  350  South  C.  Street . 

Ebert.  Leo,  Brewing  Co.,  13  North  7th  Street . Ironton 

Becker,  E.,  Brewing  Co.,  Forestrose  Avenue  and  Union  Street . Lancaster 

Siegle,  Louis  F . Leetonia 

Marion  Brewing  and  Bottling  Co.,  Bellefontaine  Avenue . Marion 

Sebald,  William,  Brewing  Co.,  3rd  and  Canal  Streets . Middletown 

Consumers  Brewing  Co  . Newark 

Lange  Brewing  Co.,  Spring  and  Water  Streets . Piqua 

Wildermuth,  Gottlieb,  Brewing  Co . Pomeroy 

Portsmouth  Brewing  &  Ice  Co.,  West  2nd  Street . Portsmouth 

Buehler,  John,  City  Brewery . Steubenville 

Finlay  Brewing  Co.,  Summit  and  Cedar  Streets .  1  Huebner 

Grasser  &  Brand  Brewing  Co.,  South  St.  Clair  and  Williams  Streets,  t  T°eriesCo!,W" 

Huebner  Brewing  Co . )  Toledo. 

City  Brewing  Co . Wapakoneta 

Renner,  George  J.,  Jr . Youngstown 

Linser,  Simon,  Brewing  Co . Zanesville 

Owning  and  operating 

Washington  Brewery,  350  East  Main  Street . 

Star  Brewery,  Monroe  Street . . .  “ 

Associate  Members  of  Ohio. 

Goepper,  H.  &  Co.,  Sycamore  Street . Cincinnati 

Loeb,  Dan,  care  of  Rheinstrom  Bros . 

Tuchfarber,  F.  &  Co .  “ 

OKLAHOMA. 

Moss  Brewing  Co.,  Compress  St . Oklahoma  City 

OREGON. 

Albany  Brewing  Co.,  9th  &  Lyon  Sts . Albany 

Lochner,  Paul . Burns 

Roesch,  Julius  1108  Jefferson  Ave . La  Grande 

Gambrinus  Brewing  Co.,  Washington  and  24th  Streets . Portland 

Mt.  Hood  Brewing  Co.,  Hawthorne  and  E.  Water  Streets .  ‘- 

Star  Brewery,  361  E.  Burnside  Street .  “ 
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Weinhard,  Henry,  Est.,  475  Burnside  Street . . Portland 

Roseburg  Brewing  &  Ice  Co . Roseburg 

Salem  Brewery  Association . Salem 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Birkenstock,  John . Allentown 

Deufer  &  Co.,  Lawrence  and  Jefferson  Streets . . 

Germania  Brewery  (Louis  F.  Neuweiler  &  Son),  114  So.  7th  Street... 

Kazmaier,  John,  1808  9th  Avenue . Altoona 

Oswald,  V.  A.,  4th  Avenue  and  13th  Street .  “ 

Widman,  Jacob  &  Co.,  2  Old  York  Road . Bethlehem 

Bradford  Brewing  Co . Bradford 

Allgeier,  Magnus . Brookville 

Columbia  Brewing  Co.,  251  South  4th  Street . Columbia 

Eagle  Brewing  Co.,  Superior  St . Duquesne 

Seipp,  Isabella  R.  (Mrs.) . Easton 

Seitz  Brewing  Co .  “ 

Wayne  Brewing  Co.,  17th  and  Parade  Streets . Erie 

Cascade  Brewing  Co,,  Mill  Creek . Erie]  |ob 

Conrad,  C.  M.,  6th  and  Parade  Streets .  “  !  C«  OO  C3 

Koehler,  F.  &  Co.,  25th  and  Holland  Streets,, .  “  f’-^gS 

Koehler,  Jackson  Brewery,  22nd  and  State  Streets .  “  j 

Grossman,  P . Franklin 

Freeland  Brewing  Co . Freeland 

Schwarzenbach  Brewing  Co . Galeton 

Doehne,  George,  322  Chestnut  Street . Harrisburg 

Fink’s,  Henry,  Sons . . .  “ 

Graupner,  Robert  H.,  Brewery . 

Hazle  Brewing  Co . Hazleton 

Cambria  Brewing  Co.,  Broad  Street  and  4th  Avenue . Johnstown 

Emmerling,  John,  102  Horner  Street .  “ 

Elk  Brewing  Co . Kittanning 

Empire  Brewery,  (J.  Haefner,  Prop.)  135  Locust  Street . Lancaster 

Rieker,  Frank  A.,  Brewery,  602  West  King  Street . 

Sprenger  Brewing  Co.,  Lime  and  Locust  Streets .  “ 

New  Lebanon  Brewing  Co . Lebanon 

Lykens  Brewing  Co . Lykens 

Kaier,  Charles  D.,Co . Mahanoy  City 

Weysser,  John  R.  G . Mauch  Chunk 

Anthracite  Brewing  Co . Mount  Carmel 

Standard  Brewing  Co . New  Castle 

Scheldt,  Adam,  Brewing  Co.,  Marshall  and  Barbadoes  Streets . Norristown 

American  Brewing'Co.,  31st  and  Masters  Streets . Philadelphia 

Arnholt  &  Schaefer  Brewing  Co.,  31st  and  Thompson  Sts .  “ 

Baltz,  J,  &  P.,  Brewing  Co.,  31st  and  Thompson  Streets .  “ 

Bergdoll,  L.,  Brewing  Co,,  29th  and  Parrish  Street .  “ 
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Bergner  &  Engel  Brewing  Co.,  Thompson  and  32nd  Streets . Philadelphia 

Betz,  John  F.,  &  Son,  Crown  and  Callowhill  Streets . 

Class  &  Nachod  Brewing  Company,  1720  Mervine  Street . 

Conrad,  Jacob,  Keystone  Brewery,  27th  and  Parrish  Streets . 

Continental  Brewing  Co.,  2100  Washington  Avenue .  ,l 

Erdrich,  Andrew,  &  Son,  Bridge  and  Walker  Streets  (Frankford).  . 

Esslinger,  George,  &  Son,  417  North  10th  Street . 

Feil,  Fred.  Brewing  Co.,  2207  North  6th  Street . 

Finkenauer,  Theodore,  1722  Germantown  Avenue . 

Hohenadel,  John  W.,  35th  and  Queen  Streets . 

Hornung,  Jacob,  North  22nd  and  Clearfield  Streets . 

Keller,  George,  Brewing  Co.,  31st  and  Master  Streets . 

Klein,  Philip,  Jr.,  2310  Fairmount  Avenue . 

Leibert  &  Obert,  156  Oak  Street,  Manyunk . 

Miller  &  Pfaender,  33rd  and  Master  Streets. . . . 

Philadelphia  Brewing  Co.,  6th  and  Clearfield  Streets . 

Poth,  F.  A.  &  Sons,  31st  and  Jefferson  Streets . 

Prospect  Brewing  Co.,  nth  and  Oxford  Streets . 

Rieger,  Joseph,  &  Sons,  1708  Cadwallader  Street . 

Rieger  &  Gretz,  Germantown  Avenue  and  Oxford  Street . 

Rothacker,  G.  F.,  Brewing  Co.,  31st  below  Master  Street’ . 

Schemm,  Peter  &  Son,  25th  and  Poplar  Streets . 

Schmidt,  C.  &  Sons,  Brewing  Co.,  127  Edward  Street .  “ 

Smith,  Robert,  Ale  Brewing  Co.,  38th  Street  and  Girard  Avenue... 

Straubmiller  Joseph,  Trenton  and  Boston  Avenues . 

Weger  Bros.,  3rd  and  Buttonwood  Streets . . 

Weisbrod  &  Hess,  Frankford  Avenue  and  Adams  Street . 


Wolf,  John  J.,  931  North  5th  Street . 

Consumers  Brewing  Co.,  650  Bullit  Building . I 

North  Plant,  839  North  Orrianna  Street . V . 

South  Plant,  Juniper  and  Fitzwater  Streets....  1 

Eberhardt  &  Ober  Brewery,  1  Troy  Hill  Road . Allegheny 

Bauerlein  Brewery,  Butler  and  Evergreen  Avenues . .Bennett 

Connellsville  Brewing  Co . Connellsville 

Jeannette  Brewing  Co .  Jeannette  I 

Latrobe  Brewing  Co . Latrobe  ! 

McKeesport  Brewery . McKeesport 

Mount  Pleasant  Brewing  Co .  . Mount  Pleasant 


Iron  City  Brewing  Co.,  Liberty  Avenue  and  33d  Street . Pittsburg  t. 

Keystone  Brewery,  33d  and  Carson  Streets,  S.  S .  “ 

Phoenix  Brewery,  24th  and  Smallman  Streets . 

Straub  Brewing  Co.,  Main  and  Liberty  Streets . .  “ 

Wainwright  Brewing  Co.,  36th  and  Butler  Streets .  “ 

Winter  Brewery,  21st  and  Josephine  Streets .  “ 

Uniontown  Brewing  Co . Uniontown  ' 


Pittsburg  Brewing  Co.,  428  5th  Avenue, 
Pittsburg. 
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Lutz,  D.,  &  Son  Brewing  Co.,  Chestnut  Street  and  Spring 

Garden  Avenue  . .  . . Allegheny 

Anderton  Brewing  Co . Beaver  Falls 

American  Brewing  Co . Bennett 

Home  Brewing  Co . Braddock 

Butler  Brewing  Co., .  Butler 

Chartiers  Valley  Brewing  Co.,  Chestnut  and  Jane  Streets. . .  .Carnegie 

Charleroi  Brewing  Co . Charleroi 

Homestead  Brewing  Co . Homestead 

Loyalhanna  Brewery . Latrobe 

First  National  Brewing  Co . McKees  Rocks 

Monessen  Brewing  Co . Monessen 

Globe  Brewery .  Monongahela  City 

Hill  Top  Brewing  Co.,  Southern  Avenue . Mount  Oliver 

New  Kensington  Brewing  Co . New  Kensington 

Duquesne  Brewing  Co.,  529  Park  Building . Pittsburg 

Mutual  Union  Brewing  Co.,  Keenan  Building . Pittsburg 

Pottstown  Brewing  Co . Pottstown 

Schmidt,  Lorenz,  Est.,  Mount  Carbon .  . Pottsville 

Yuengling,  D.  G.  &  Son,  501  Mohantongo  Street .  “ 

Barbey,  P.,  &  Son,  Hockley  and  North  River  Streets.: . Reading 

Deppen  Brewing  Co.,  933  Chestnut  Street .  “ 

Lauer  Brewing  Co.,  3rd  and  Walnut  Streets .  .  “ 

Reading  Brewing  Co.,  South  9th  and  Laurel  Streets .  “ 

Stocker,  John  C.,  Estate . .  “ 

Straub,  Peter . St.  Mary’s 

Krantz,  Peter . Carbondale 

Hartung,  A . Honesdale 

Arnold,  John . Hazleton 

Hughes  Ale  Brewery . Piltston 

Hughes  &  Glennon  .  “ 

Casey  &  Kelley . .Scranton 

Lackawanna  Brewing  Co .  “ 

Robinson’s  E.,  Sons .  “ 

Scranton  Brewing  Co .  “ 

Reichards  &  Weaver,  135  Water  Street . Wilkesbarre 

Fuhrmann  &  Schmidt,  Commerce  and  Washington  Streets . Shamokin 

Shamokin  Brewing  Co.,  Harrison  Street .  “ 

Union  Brewing  Co.,  14  Smilhfield  Street . Sharon 

Columbia  Brewing  Co.,  no  Main  Street  . Shenandoah 

Home  Brewing  Co .  “ 

Moeschlin,  J.  &  A.,  7th  and  Parker  Streets . Sunbury 

McGinty,  John  F.,  Brewery .  .  .  .Tamaqua 

Anchor  Brewing  Co .  Tarentum 

Crescent  Brewing  Co.,  Wheeling  &  Oregon  Streets . Washington 

Stegmaier  Brewing  Co.,  East  Market  and  Baltimore  Streets . Wilkesbarre 

Flock  Brewery  Co . Williamsport 

Koch  Brewing  Co .  “ 
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Helb,  Theo.  R.,  King  and  Queen  Streets . York 

Associate  Members  of  Pennsylvania. 

Brilliant  Manufacturing  Co.,  gth  and  Cherry  Streets . Philadelphia 

Dingee.  Lester  I.,  Delaware  Avenue  and  Arch  Street . 

Hamrich  Tank  &  Barrel  Hard  Shell  Enameling  Co.,  3303  North 

15th  Street .  “ 

Keller,  Robt.,  334  N.  3rd  St .  “ 

Ott,  George  F,  207  Buttonwood  Street . 

Severn,  Wm.  B.,  48  No.  Delaware  Avenue . 

Wagner,  A.  C.,  514  Walnut  Street .  “ 

Wolf,  Otto  C.,  1025  Arch  Street  .  “ 

Wehmayer,  L.  H.,  837  No.  2nd  Street .  “ 

Wenzell,  S.  S.,  Machine  Co.,  12th  and  Hamilton  Streets .  “ 

Armstrong  Cork  Co . ’ . Pittsburgh 

RHODE  ISLAND. 

Hand  Brewing  Co.,  Freeman  Street . Pawtucke 

Eagle  Brewing  Co.,  450  West  Exchange  Street . Providence 

Hanley,  James,  Brewing  Co.,  Jackson  Street .  “ 

Molter,  Henry  T.,  14  Garnet  Street . 

Narragansett  Brewing  Co..  New  Depot  Avenue  (Arlington) . 

Providence  Brewing  Co.,  Harris  Avenue  and  Eagle  Street .  “ 

SOUTH  CAROLINA. 

Germania  Brewing  Co . Charleston 

SOUTH  DAKOTA. 

Sioux  Falls  Brewing  &  Malting  Co .  . .  .Sioux  Fall 

TENNESSEE. 

Chattanooga  Brewing  Co.,  2nd  and  Broad  Streets . Chattanooga 

East  Tennessee  Brewing  Co.,  613  McGhee  Street . Knoxville 

Tennessee  Brewing  Co.,  Butler  and  Tennessee  Streets  . . Memphis 

Gerst,  William,  Brewing  Co.,  823  South  High  Street . Nashville 

TEXAS. 

Dallas  Brewery,  Cochran  and  Houston  Streets . Dallas 

Texas  Brewing  Co  . Fort  Worth 

Galveston  Brewing  Co.,  3301  Post  Office  Street . Galveston 

American  Brewing  Association . Houston 

Houston  Ice  &  Brewing  Co.,  Washington  and  4th  Streets .  “ 

Lone  Star  Brewing  Co . San  Antonio 

San  Antonio  Brewing  Association . 
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UTAH. 

n 

Becker  Brewing  and  Malting  Co.,  19th  Street  and  Lincoln  Avenue . Ogde 

Fisher,  A.,  Brewing  Co.,  2nd  South  and  10th  West  Streets . Salt  Lake  City 

Salt  Lake  City  Brewing  Co.,  10th  East  and  5th  South  Streets .  “ 

Wagener,  H.,  Brewing  Co.,  74  East  1st  South  Street .  “ 

VIRGINIA. 

Portner,  Robert,  Brewing  Co . Alexandria 

Consumers  Brewing  Co . Norfolk 

Home  Brewing  Co.,  Harrison  and  Clay  Streets . Richmond 

Rosenegk  Brewing  Co.,  Hermitage  Road  and  Leigh  Street . 

Virginia  Brewing  Co.,  Wise  Avenue . Roanoke 

Arlington  Brewing  Co . Rosslyn 

_  WASHINGTON. 

Aberdeen  Brewing  Co . , . Aberdeen 

Bellingham  Bay  Brewery  Co .  Bellingham 

Colfax  Brewing  &  Malting  Co . Colfax 

Everett  Brewing  Co . Everett 

Olympia  Brewing  Co . Olympia 

Republic  Brewing  &  Malting  Co . Republic 

Roslyn  Brewing  Co . Roslyn 

Clausen  Brewing  Association . Seattle 

Hemrich  Bros.  Brewing  Co.,  5x5  Howard  Avenue . North  “ 

Independent  Brewing  Co . South  “ 

Bay  View  Brewing  Co . Seattle  )  Seattle  Brewing  &  Malting  Co- 

Clausen-Sweeney  Brewing  Co .  “  f  Grant  St.,  Seattle. 

Inland  Brewing  &  Malting  Co.,  1402  2nd  Avenue  . Spokane 

j  Spokane  Brewing  and  Malting  Co.,  operating . 

(  Galland-Burke  Brewery  and  New  York  Brewery .  “ 

Columbia  Brewing  Co . Tacoma 

Pacific  Brewing  &  Malting  Co .  “ 

Star  Brewery . Vancouver 

Betz  Brewing  &  Malting  Co.,  Third  and  Alder  Streets . Walla  Walla 

Stahl  Brewing  &  Malting  Co .  “ 

WEST  VIRGINIA. 

Fairmont  Brewing  Co . Fairmont 

West  Virginia  Brewing  and  Malting  Co . Huntington 

Reymann  Brewing  Co . Wheeling 

Schmulbach  Brewing  Co .  “ 

WISCONSIN. 

Ashland  Brewing  Company . Ashland 

Hussa  Brewing  Co . Bangor 

The  Ruhland  Brewing  Co . Baraboo 

Brauchle,  Peter . Columbus 

Kurth  Co . 
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Hagemeister  Brewing  Co . Green  Bay 

Semrad  Bros,  and  Pusch  Brewing  Co . Highland 

Bartl,  Franz,  Brewing  Co . La  Crosse 

Gund,  John,  Brewing  Co .  “ 

Heilemann,  G.,  Brewing  Co .  .  “ 

Michel,  C.  &  J.,  Brewing  Co,,  S.  3rd  Street .  “ 

Kunz,  Bleser  &  Co.,  gth  and  Marshall  Streets . Manitowoc 

Rahr,  Wm.,  Sons  Co.,  6th  and  Washington  Streets .  “ 

Leidiger  Brewing  Co.,  River  and  Nast  Streets . Merrill 

Blatz,  V.,  Brewing  Co.,  609  Broadway . Milwaukee 

Cream  City  Brewing  Co.,  501  13th  Street .  “ 

Gettelman,  A.,  Brewing  Co.,  West  End  State  Street .  “ 

Jung  Brewing  Co.,  6th  and  Cherry  Streets .  “ 

Fred  Miller  Brewing  Co .  ‘ 

Milwaukee  Brewery  Co.,  Clarence  Street  and  8th  Avenue.  ..» .  “ 

Pabst  Brewing  Co.,  917  Chestnut  Street .  “ 

Schlitz  Brewing  Co.,  3rd  and  Galena  Streets .  “ 

Neillsville  Brewing  Co . Neillsville 

Knapstein,  Theo.  &  Co . New  London 

Oshkosh  Brewing  Co.,  31  Doty  Street . .. . Oshkosh 

Eulberg  Bros . Portage 

Port  Washington  Brewing  Co .  ...  .Port  Washington 

Schumann  &  Menges  Brewing  Co..! . Prairie  du  Chien 

Schreier,  Konrad,  Co . Sheboygan 

Storck  Brewing  Co  . Schleisingerville 

Northern  Brewing  Co.,  8th  St.  and  Catlin  Avenue . Superior 

Mueller  Bros.  Brewing  Co.,  Main  Street . Two  Rivers 

Hartig,  Wm.,  100  Cady  St . Watertown 

Milwaukee-Waukesha  Brewing  Co..  Grand  Avenue . Waukesha 

Mathie  Brewing  Co.,  408  Grand  Avenue . Wausau 

West  Bend  Brewing  Co . West  Bend 

Klinger,  Nicholas,  202  Jefferson  Street. . .  .  . . Whitewater 

Associate  members  of  Wisconsin. 

Milwaukee  Malting  Co.,  South  Bay  and  Reynolds  Sts . Milwaukee 

Stolper,  Charles,  666  4th  Street . 

Toepfer,  W.,  &  Sons,  76  Menominee  Street . . 

Vilter  Mfg.  Co.,  872  Clinton  Street . 

WYOMING. 


Sweetwater  Brewing  Co, 


Green  River 


